What is really happening in 
the Gulf? 


Parents of small children will know how, 
when Christmas time comes round, the fable 
of Santa Claus has to be kept alive. Once the 
premise is accepted that this white-haired, 
bearded man with his large red coat visits all 
the kiddies in all the world, shinning down the 
chimney to deliver gifts to each one — and all 


in the course of a single night — all manner of 


wild and way-out stories have to be invented 
to sustain the tale, once the young ones start 
asking awkward questions. In the end, we 
become so bemused with the whole business 
that we almost start believing in Santa 
ourselves as we get embroiled in the discuss- 
ion. We do not want to spoil the fantasy for 
our children by allowing in any shafts of 
reality, and so we go on concocting every 
kind of fairy tale in order to keep it alive. 
One is reminded of all this when trying to 
make sense of what is happening on today’s 
world political scene. To those of us with a 
strong desire to unravel the truth, many 
events as we are told about them seem 
perplexing, to say the least. We are not able to 
have our own personal agents on hand every- 


where to witness all the important develop-. 


ments and send us factual reports of them, and 
so we have to depend on our mass media to 
keep us informed. Yet we know that these 
media are today controlled by people whose 
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policy is to manipulate them in the service of 
whatever interest is served by their owners. In 
consequence, we find ourselves bombarded 
daily by an avalanche of lies. 

And even the more honest media reporters 
face a dilemma. Speaking to a public condit- 
ioned by this vast lie machine to maintain a 
picture of world events completely out of step 
with reality, they are forced to communicate 
in language that makes sense to their audience 


_ by continuing to dwell in the world of fantasy 


to which ‘public opinion’ has been condit- 
ioned. To disrupt this fantasy world by the 
introduction of some rude and obtrusive fact 
would be to provoke utter disbelief, and thus 
undermine the reporter’s credibility — quite 
apart from upsetting his bosses. The Santa 
Claus world in which the average newspaper- 
reader and TV-viewer lives has to be 
maintained, you see, and to ensure its 
maintenance an ever more ludicrous structure 
of fables and fairy tales has to be maintained 
in support of it. 

We should bear all this in mind when we try 
to unravel the truth of what is now going on in 
the Gulf War between Iran and Iraq, for here 
the Santa Claus version of world events is 
especially in prominence. 

Regularly in our news bulletins recently we 
have been told of the latest ‘outrage’ whereby 
the belligerents — usually the Iranians — 
have made attacks on neutral — usually 
American — shipping passing through the 
Gulf. After each such ‘attack’, there has been 
a fresh spate of media abuse aimed at the 
Iranian government, depicting its leaders as 
‘fanatics’, ‘lunatics’, ‘barbarians’, etc., and 
casting the Ayatollah Khomeini in the role of 
some latter-day Muslim version of Hitler. 

The millions of boobies, who swallow their 
daily diet of ‘news’ and ‘opinion’ in the 
manner of three-year-olds imbibing their 
daily ration of crispies for breakfast no doubt 
join in the chorus of condemnation. To that 
minority still endowed with the capacity to 
think, however, an inconvenient question 
immediatelv suggests itself:- 

Just what profit is there to a nation with the 
resources of Iran in making attacks on a 
nation with the resources of the United 
States? 

That the US is not popular in that part of the 
world where the Ayatollah rules is quite 


believable. That there should be anti- 
American demonstrations in the streets of 
Teheran is no surprise, knowing as we do the 
way in which the Islamic world views 
Washington’s middle-eastern role. 

But that this hostility should escalate to the 
point of making unprovoked attacks on 
American ships and risking the loss of the 
lives of their crews is something that far 
surpasses belief. Are the Iranian leaders 
really that stupid? 


Zionists want him out 


So what actually is going on in the Gulf? 

To find the exact truth is presently 
impossible. To arrive at something near the 
truth, we have to harness what we know of the 
operations of the forces commanding most of 
the power in the modern world to our basic 
faculties of reason and common sense. 

And even here whatever judgement we can 
make can only be speculative; we cannot 
assert any such judgement dogmatically. 

What we do know as fact beyond any 
dispute is that Zionism is today the dominat- 
ing force in the Western World, and constit- 
utes the power behind all major foreign policy 
decisions of the government of the United 
States. | 

We also know that the real Zionism —as 
distinct from the storybook Zionism fed to the 
public by the mass media — aims not just at 
the secure and permanent establishment of a 
Jewish national state in the area once called 
Palestine but at the setting up of a one-world 
international order under which the agents of 
Zion have overall control. 

We also know that the Islamic World 
constitutes one of the few major areas of the 
globe where Zionism is not yet dominant, 
either politically, economically or spiritually. 
And precisely because the Islamic world has 
in its hands a vital power factor in the form of 
its oil resources, it represents a force in the 
world with which Zionists cannot live in 
comfort. No faction that aims at world power 
can afford to tolerate the existence of any 
other faction in the world that does not fall, to 
the required degree, within the orbit of its 


power. 


What Zionism has always wanted, there- 
fore, has been that the Islamic world should 
be as impotent and compliant as possible. 
Two requirements are needed here: first, that 
the Islamic world should remain divided; 


second, that, so far as possible, the 
goverments of its component nations should 
be tame ones — willing, if not to love the 
Zionists, at least to give them no trouble. 

This is what makes it probable that the 
assassinations of prominent hard-line middle- 
eastern leaders, such as King Faisal of Saudi- 
Arabia, were arranged by Zionist agents, 
possibly belonging to Mossad, the Israeli hit- 
Squad. 

The current regimes in Iraq and Iran most 
certainly come into the category of govern- 
ments not sufficiently tame or compliant for 
the liking of the Zionists. It would be highly 
convenient if one (or better still both) of those 
governments were removed and replaced by 
more pliable ones. 

What better way to achieve this than to 
induce the two states to go to war with each 
other? 

The precise origin of the Iran/Iraq war 
seems uncertain. Each side says that the other 
started it. We know, from numerous histor- 
ical examples, that a spark can be supplied 
which will set off a war, leaving each major 
antagonist believing that the other was the 
party to blame. The assassination of the 
Austrian Archduke Franz Ferdinand at 
Sarajevo was a case in point. The assassin, 
Gavril Princep, was a Jewish agent masquer- 
ading as a Serb. His action was sufficient to 
get the leading nations of Europe grasping at 
each other’s throats. . | 

Who actually sparked off the Iran/Iraq war 
by attacking whom will perhaps for ever 
remain a matter of controversy. But cui 
bono? In the end, neither Iran nor Iraq — or 
indeed the Islamic world as a whole, this 
world only being further weakened by being 
further divided. 

This brings us back to the question of the 
attacks on American and other ships in the 
Gulf. The Iranian government cannot 
possibly profit from such attacks. Then who 
can? 

Assuredly, those who would like to see the 
US government provoked to a point at which 
it takes retaliatory action against Iran, just as 
it has taken retaliatory action in the past 
against Libya (another regime not pleasing to 
World Zionism). 

We know that in World War II Britain’s 
leaders — and in particular Churchill — 
desperately wanted Hitler to bomb British 
cities, so as to intensify the hatred here 
against Germany and the Nazis and stiffen the 
British people’s will to carry on the war. This 
was accomplished by the simple practice of 
sending British bombers over Berlin. 

In the same way, it makes strategic and 
tactical sense that, in the Gulf War, every 
American vessel that is attacked is a boon for 
those who would like public opinion in the 
United States to be mobilised in favour of 
punitive measures against Iran. 

For the evidence that it was the Iranians 
who made the recent attacks on US ships, we 
must rely on the reports in the mass media. 
And, even if these reports are true, what we 
do not know is whether such attacks were 
preceded by American attacks on Iranian 
vessels or other property and are in fact no 
more than a reprisal for them. 


We only know that, as stated before, Iran 
has no possible motive for wanting to provoke 
a war with the United States. On the other 
hand, International Zionism (which is the 
effective power behind the Reagan govern- 
ment and most certainly dictates the foreign 
policy of that government) most definitely 
does have a motive for getting America, and 
if possible its western allies, to attack Iran. 

Indeed it is quite possible that, with the 
intensification of American pressure on Iran 
— both military and economic — tensions 
can be promoted in that country leading to a 
climate in which there will be a popular 
internal revolt against the Khomeini 
goverment, leading to that government’s 
overthrow. We know well who are the people 
best able to create such tensions, and then 
exploit them by provoking revolution just 
when they reach boiling point! 

To repeat again, all these theories are 
speculative. They have to be because precise 
information that would enable us to build 
more concrete theories is lacking — being 
suppressed by our mass media. We are forced 
to grope in the dark, but our broad knowledge 
of the-lay-out of the area in which we are 
groping does enable us to proceed with at 
least some sense of direction. 


The name of the game in the Middle East is 


basically this: Zionism does not want a strong 
Islam; it wants a watered down Islam that will 
not pose any challenge to it in that part of the 
world. Men like Khomeini and Gaddafi stand 
in the way of the achievement of this aim. 
They have to be got rid of — by whatever 
means are necessary. To this purpose, it is 
essential that public opinion in the western 
nations be set against them — just as it was set 
against Hitler in the 1930s. 

When we know the name of the game, we 
can start to make some sense of what is 
happening in the Middle East. As long as we 
do not, such events as those now taking place 
in the Gulf are bound to baffle us. 


Why is the Church so queer? 


A 15-year-old Manchester boy sat down on 
a sofa, so a court was told recently, between 
two clergymen. In amoment, the court heard, 
he was to get a shock. 

Beneath their cassocks, each clergyman 
was alleged to have stealthly extended a hand 
towards the boy — until then each realised 
what the other was doing. One of the clergy- 
men then slapped the hand of the other, said 
Mr. Howard Bentham, prosecuting in a case 
of indecent assault at Manchester Crown 
Court. 

As the outcome of this case is unknown at 
the time we go to the printers, we cannot say 
whether what was alleged to have happened 
did in fact happen. All we can say is that, if it 
did, it is only consistent with what has been 
going on in the Church for a long time. | 

The Ministry of the Church, not to put too 
fine a point on it, is suffering from a ‘gay’ 
plague. It is estimated that about one-third of 
the clergy is now homosexual, and this, if 
true, makes it difficult to argue with the claim 
of one of these clerical backside-bandits, who 
has said that, if all of his kind were purged, 
the Church would cease to function. 

. Last month matters came to a head when 
the Rev. Tony Higton brought a motion at a 
meeting of the Anglican clergy for the expul- 


sion of homos from the clerical ranks. Not 
entirely unpredictably, the motion failed. 
One sympathises with the Rev. Higton, but of 
course he simply hadn’t a hope. The rot has 
now spread far too deep, and nothing but a 
national revolution at political level will bring 
any cure for it. In an age when all powerful 
national institutions are sick to the very vitals; 
it is unrealistic to expect the Church to be 
immune. In this particular sickness, however, 
as in many others, the Church is indeed in the 
vanguard of the contagion, rather than merely 
swept along by it. 

To analyse just why the clergy, in partic- 
ular, should be so heavily infiltrated by 
homosexuals is to tread into an area where we 
have to exercise extreme care in not offending 
the sensitivities of the many of our readers 
who are devoutly Christian. Suffice it to say 
that the Church, whatever it may have been 
originally, is today a field which provides a 
natural target for creatures of this kind. 
Modern church doctrine attracts like a magnet 
all the most loathsome reptiles of our society. 
The Church has chosen to throw in its lot with 
the scum of humanity, declaring war, as it has 
done, on every institution, every thought- 
form and every sentiment that is strong and 
healthy from the national and racial point of 
view, and aligning itself with every tendency 
contributive to national and racial disinteg- 
ration. In this war, true manhood and true 
womanhood are bound to be enemies. It is 
therefore quite natural that those who harbour 
personal inadequacies which equip them for 
neither should find in the Church their natural 
haven and habitat. 

And indeed beyond the ranks of the 
knowingly queer there are many more whose 
personalities and characters place them in a 
kind of sexual borderland that is not far 
removed from 100 per-cent ‘gayness’. Just a 
brief look at some of the leading dignitaries of 
the Church of England (and Scotland) will 
bear this out. 

It may be that one day the Church will find 
its way to a healthier morality and outlook and 
play a useful part in the task of national 
regeneration. 

For the moment, however, and under its 
present control, we must recognise the 
Church as an enemy. There should be no 
doubting this, and we should ensure never to 
forget it. In fact, the Church, as presently 
constituted, is worth at least 50 divisions to 
any would-be conquerer of this country. 


The morality of the times 


The foregoing subject leads us to another, 
closely related one. No-one will have failed to 
have seen the regular adverts that have 
recently appeared on TV advising the 
populace to ensure to buy and use ‘condoms’, 
the most prominent one of which shows a 
young inan coming into a chemist’s shop 
fighting against his shyness in asking for the 
required article. All this of course is govern- 
ment promoted and is supposed to be part of 
the campaign to halt the spread of AIDS. 

One cannot help feeling, however, that by 
the manner of the advert the government is 
abysmally failing in its duty to give to the 
nation the kind of lead that is required. Would 
it not be better, instead of all this talk about 
‘condoms’, simply to say to the British 
public: **If you’re not married, don’t do it!’ 
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FESTIVAL OF HUMBUG 


Conditions of ‘freedom’ now prevailing in Britain make a 
mockery of Remembrance Day, says JOHN TYNDALL 


ON THE 8th DAY of last month, groups of 
people stood at war memorials in cities, 
towns and villages all over the United 
Kingdom and British Commonwealth 
remembering those who gave their lives in 
the two great world wars of this century. 
The last post was played. Some laid 
wreaths. Ex-servicemen wore their medals 
and, no doubt, thought of their lost 
comrades. In most cases, there was a 
minister of the church on hand to deliver a 
lesson or sermon. 

And what was the principal theme of ths 
Remembrance Day? What in fact had these 
men of the two wars laid down their lives for? 
Was it their homelands? Was it their Empire? 
Was it their race? All these things would most 
certainly justify the supreme sacrifice had 
they truly been at stake in the great conflag- 
rations of 1914-18 and 1939-45. But it is 
Strange that, in Britain and the Dominions 
across the seas, such commonsense objects of 
loyalty always figure lowly in the language of 
remembrance. Perhaps on some war 
memorials there is reference to them, but I 
have seen many where it is completely 
absent. 

What can be found. on virtually every 
memorial, and can be heard in virtually every 
speech, sermon, lesson and epitaph that is 
heard or read at that time of the year, is the 
word ‘freedom’. ‘‘They died,’’ the inscript- 
ions relate piously, ‘‘for freedom.” Or, 


‘they gave their lives so that we might remain © 


free.” 


NATIONAL FREEDOM 


Of course, if by ‘free’ and ‘freedom’ it was 
intended to mean that the nation should be 
free from foreign overlordship and control, 
that is a worthy enough use of such terms. To 
defend one’s nation’s national sovereignty is 
one of the few very good reasons for going to 
war and risking the lives of the flower of 
young manhood. But we all know that 
‘freedom’ in that context is not what is in the 
minds of our politicians and our preachers 
when they deliver their annual eulogies on 
this subject — if it were, it would be obvious 
that all the sacrifices were in vain, for today 
every major political party is dedicated to 
policies that are designed to erode, rather than 
protect, national freedom and sovereignty. 
No, when the term ‘freedom’ is used, it is 
something else that is in officialdom’s mind. 

It means, in effect, that our war dead gave 
their lives for a specific political concept — 
and at root an ideological one. It is centred 
around a reverence, almost religious in its 
fervour and dogma, for parliamentary instit- 
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‘utions, the multi-party system and deeply 


held convictions about the right of the 
individual to live his own life without 
interference from the state and to dissent from 
the particular orthodoxy of the day, whether it 
be political or theocratic. It means, in a word, 
‘democracy’. 

Like the majority today, I was born too late 
to serve in either world war. Had it been 
otherwise, however, I most definitely would 
not have considered that any political theory 


or system, whether good or bad, was itself : 


worth putting my life on the line for. Practic- 
ally all political systems have glaring faults, 
which are rooted in the imperfections of 
human nature, upon which they must rely to 
function. At the end of the day, whch system 
we opt for should be decided on the basis of 
utility — and on that question there is much to 
argue about. What is quite preposterous, and 
indeed the sign of mental immaturity, is the 
propostion that any political system or 
doctrine should be elevated into some great 
moral principle — designated, as it were, as 


being the will of God, while all contrary 


systems are dismissed as ‘evil’ and their 
adherents ‘dangerous’. When we descend to 
this level, we are only joining in the religious 
fanaticism that was supposed to have been 
discarded with the rise of the 18th century 
‘enlightenment’. It is for this reason that to be 
prepared to die for such concepts as ‘democ- 


AT THE CENOTAPH 1919 
At this ceremony and since, the theme of 
‘freedom’ has been ever-present 


racy’, ‘parliamentarism’ and ‘liberalism’ — 
let alone ‘freedom’ (except for one’s nation 
and race) — is just plain silly. 


WHAT THEY FOUGHT FOR 


This is not to say for one moment that such 
idiotic abstractions were in the minds of the 
great majority of young men who marched off 
to battle in 1914 and 1939. If these men were 
fighting for anything beyond themselves, it 
was for their country, their Empire (a reality 
then, if not today) and their people (though 
perhaps not spelled out in terms of such a 
vulgarly unfashionable word as ‘race’). They 
had been persuaded by their masters, through 
all the increasingly sophisticated parapher- 
nalia of propaganda available by courtesy of 
20th century technology) that a tribal 
interest was in danger, indeed that the very 
survival of the tribe was threatened. If they 
mouthed the mindless slogans and platitudes 
of ‘democracy’, it was only in the sense that 
every warrior in battle has to deck himself 
with the panoply of some ‘principle’ or other 
if his killing of people is to be justified. 

Of course this was not the case with those 
people who sent our men to war; they had 
very different thoughts in mind. What they 
were concerned to preserve was their system, 


‘their interests (which should not be confused 


with national interests), their world. In the 
war of 1939-45 particularly, this world was 
threatened — though not, as some might 
have supposed, by Nazi military invasion of 
all of the ‘democracies’ — a logistic absurdity 
which can be seen in a moment by any 
examination of a world atlas. The threat 
consisted of the fact that a revolutionary 
process was taking place on the Continent of 
Europe which might have spread, by its 
example, to reach global proportions. It is not 
the place here to argue whether this revolut- 
ionary process was desirable or undesirable, 
for that is irrelevant to the theme of this 
article. What matters is that certain powers 
entrenched in Britain and the USA could not 
tolerate the prospect that such a revolution 
might touch them — even that it had already 
come to prevail in certain major countries in 
Europe — and they decreed that it must be 
destroyed by all means necessary, and by the 
sacrifice of as many lives as necessary. 

And what of the reality of the ‘freedom’ in 
whose name all this had to be done? That 
certain freedoms were at stake was real 
enough, but they were not remotely 
connected with the freedoms imagined by 
those millions who went to war and those 
millions more who cheered them as they 
marched. The freedoms at stake were not, as 
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supposed, the freedom of people to live their 
lives without interference from the state, the 
freedom of dissenters to dissent, the freedom 
of the people to choose their rulers by process 
of election, etc., etc., etc. | 

The freedoms at stake were the freedoms of 
certain subversive forces within the world’s 
major nations to rape those nations of their 
resources, enslave their peoples and promote 
their destruction — all as the prelude to the 
establishment of a single international order 
under which plutocracy and _ bolshevism 
would reveal themselves as the head and tail 
of the same coin, meeting in one common 
apex. That was the true ‘freedom’ at stake, 
though this of course was never stated to 
the poor millions who went to their slaughter 
and the further millions who saluted them on 
their way, as they have done since. 


REMEMBRANCE DAY AT YORK 


All these realities were brought home to me 
as a sombre reminder as I took part in certain 
events in the ancient and beautiful city of 
York on Remembrance Day last month. 

The British National Party has by recent 
tradition staged a simple and unobtrusive 
ceremony in that city on Remembrance 
Sunday each year. We have proceeded in 
column of march to the local cenotaph, where 
war veterans from among our members have 
laid a wreath in commemoration of the dead. 
Then we have marched away to hold an 
indoor rally in the near vicinity on the theme 
of remembrance and what, in our eyes, it 
should mean to those who survived and to the 
generations following. head 

Our ceremony has differed from the 
official ones in that we have saluted our dead 
servicemen in respect of what they should 
have fought and died for — and indeed 
believed that they were fighting for: their 
country, their Empire and Commonwealth 
and their people. At our following meeting 
we have laid stress on an incontrovertible 
fact: that these men and their sacrifice have 
subsequently been betrayed by the politic- 
ians who have followed them and have ruled 
the countries for which they died. 

It has of course been said of us that we have 
‘exploited’ the theme of remembrance for our 
own political ends. We, however, might 
equally say of the politicians of the establish- 
ment that it is they who have exploited 
Remembrance Day in order to keep alive 
their system and their world — by making 
the entirely false claim that it is that system 


and that world for which these dead heroes ` 


gave their lives. Which is right will always, of 
course, be a matter of opinion. 

May we just leave it that all schools of 
political thought will draw what lessons and 
morals from the war sacrifices that they think 
are right. We have not questioned the right of 
others to do so in their way, so long as they do 
not question our right to do so in our way. 

The modest and simple ceremony that we 

have held in York over the past few years has 
always been dignified, peaceful and orderly. 


If ever any disorders have occurred at the 
event, they have been disorders caused by 
political opponents who have tried to interfere 
with the day’s proceedings. 


THREAT OF TROUBLE 


As this year’s event approached, we had 
wind that various hostile elements had 
declared their intention of stopping us holding 
the ceremony by the use of violent force. 
These elements, in justification of their 
threatened action, claimed our ceremony as 
an ‘affront’ to our ex-servicemen — though 
what entitled this motley collection of 
pacifists and foreigners, very few of whom 
had ever worn our country’s uniform, to make 
such a claim is somewhat obscure. 

In Britain today we have a very peculiar set 


of laws — peculiar, particularly, to those who 


believe that the two world wars of this century 
were fought in defence of ‘freedom’. These 
laws, codified together under the quaintly 
named ‘Public Order’ Act, introduced in 
1936 and amended and augmented in 1986, 
make it possible for a perfectly lawful and 
peaceful public demonstration to be banned 
on the grounds that those who oppose it 
might attack it and thus provoke a breach of 
the peace. 

It does not require any great exertion of the 
human intellect to fathom that such a law, far 
from assisting the preservation of public 
order, positively works against it, as it gives 
the green light to its enemies by demonstrat- 
ing that they only have mobilise themselves in 
a determined effort to promote a breach of the 
peace against those whose politics they 
dislike — for the latter to have all their rights 
of public assembly withdrawn! 

This of course is exactly what was in the 
minds of those who first drew up the legis- 
lation in 1936 and their successors who up- 
dated it 50 years later. The legislation was 
intented, not to preserve ‘public order’ — for 
in that respect it has been spectacularly 
unsuccessful — but to suppress certain 
categories of opposition to the state, partic- 
ularly that opposition that is patriotically 
motivated. 

In York we saw how the state apparatus of 
suppression uses this bogus ‘public order’ 
legislation for precisely that purpose. 

A few days before the event, our local 
Organisers in Yorkshire spoke to the local 
head of police involved in looking after the 
planned event and were informed by him that, 
despite loud threats from our opponents that 
they would cause mayhem on the day, he saw 
no reason why his men could not maintain 
order and the march and ceremony not 
therefore go ahead. On the strength of this, 
we informed our activists that their plans to go 
to York should not be altered. We knew of 
course that some last-minute pressures might 
cause this situation to be changed and that it 


was therefore still possible that the police. 


might call for a ban on the march, but in that 
case we nevertheless intended to go ahead 
with our indoor Remembrance Day rally. 


By the time Friday morning (November 
6th) had arrived, however, and I had had no 
notification of a ban on the march, it seemed 
to me that there was a reasonably good 
possibility that it would take place. That 
morning I had to depart to drive up to 
Lancashire to attend to other party business in 
the North, which I had arranged to coincide 
with my trip to attend the Remembrance 
activities. When I arrived in mid-afternoon at 
my first. port of call, I was informed by my 
host that, at the last minute, a ban on the 
march had been imposed — no doubt timed to 
Cause us the very maximum inconvenience 
and disruption by giving us the least possible 
time to amend our arrangements. 


COUNCIL SEEKS BAN 


I later heard that this ban had been initiated, 
not by the head of York police, but by the 
local city council (which is Labour- 
controlled). The council had made an appli- 
cation to the Chief Constable of North 
Yorkshire (in other words, over the head of 
the local constabulary) that a ban should be 
applied for on the grounds of a threat to 
‘public order’. This we knew to be the purest 


_hypocrisy because we were well aware that 


any breach of public order that might take 
place was certain to have the wholehearted 
approval of this same Labour-controlled 
council and, in some cases, with its members 
physically taking part. 

We are informed that when such an applic- 
ation as this comes from a local authority the 
Chief Constable of the county in question is 
required, as a formality, to make it in his own 
name to the Home Secretary, whereupon it is 
the practice of the latter, again as a formality, 
to grant the application and impose the ban. 

Such a ban, in order to be made to appear 
‘impartial’, is imposed on all public process- 
ions in the same area for a given period, but of 
course it only affects in practice those who 
had organised the original procession in the 
first place. Once that ban is achieved, the 
need for opponents to take to the streets with 
their own demonstrations and processions no 
longer exists — they have got their way 
without it! 

The fact that now any local authority — 
and not just the local head of police — can 
apply for a ban on a public procession or 
demonstration has implications that are truly 
appalling. Local authorities are, with the best 
intentions in the world, political bodies. The 
working of the law means that any political 
party faction controlling any city, town or 
borough council can effectively stop any 
public demonstration of which it disapproves 
merely by conveying to the local Chief 
Constable, and through him to the Home 
Secretary, its belief that such a demonstration 
would be a threat to ‘public order’ — even 
though any such threat might come, not from 
those holding the demonstration, but from 
those who are vowed to stop them holding it! 

And it should not require much insight to 
know that any such attempted stoppage can 
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always be ‘arranged’ by the friends of that 
council — or even those who are not its 
friends but are at one with it in their dislike of 
the people demonstrating. What we see here 
in fact is a mafia rather akin to the Sinn 
Fein/IRA partnership, in which one part is 
able to hide under the cloak of ‘legality’ and 
‘democracy’ by being a lawful political party 
while the other part engages in plain gangster- 
ism. 

At the moment this is most likely to happen 
when the local authority in question is a 
Labour-controlled one. In fact it could 
happen with equal facility if the local 
authority is Conservative, for Conservatives, 
no less than their opponents, have a vested 
interest in the suppression of Nationalism — 
as has been seen by the race prosecutions this 
present Tory government has brought against 
numerous publicists of the nationalist 
movement. 

As I have said, our contingency plan was 
that, in the event of our march in York being 
banned by order of the state in surrender to the 
mobs, we would still hold our indoor rally. 

On the day, however, we found that even 
this was not possible. 


BAN ON USE OF HALLS 


Our party has been effectively banned from 
meeting halls owned by local authorities up 
and down Britain in just the same way as we 
have been banned from marching on the 
streets. This has made it necessary for us to 
negotiate the hire of privately-owned halls, 
and always under the guise of an assumed 
name. We dislike doing this intensely but the 
needs of political survival impose the practice 
upon us by necessity. 

When an end is put to the dishonesty 
whereby we are banned from using publicly- 
owned meeting halls while being told that we 
live in a ‘free’ country, we will be only too 
glad to discontinue the dishonesty of obtain- 
ing other meeting halls by surreptitious 
means. In the meantime we know that to book 
even privately-owned meeting halls under 
present circumstances necessitates the non- 
dislosure of our identity right up to the last 
moment, otherwise the bookings will with 
certainty either be refused immediately or 
subsequently cancelled on account of the 
owners’ fear that the meetings will be 
attacked and their premises damaged — quite 
apart from the considerations of their ‘good 
name’ with some of their clients! 

A room had been booked at a hotel in York 
by use of this method of concealed identity. 
On the day, however, and when we arrived 
there we were curtly informed by the manager 
of the premises that he would not let us in as 
he suspected that we were someone other than 
our booking agent had said we were. Who had 
told him this is anyone’s guess. We have, 
however, on past occasions had evidence 
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that, our political opponents apart, the police 
are not above the practice of sabotaging our 
bookings of premises for meetings by the very 
same method of dropping hints to the owners. 

If it be asked how these saboteurs — 
whether left-wingers or police — find out 
which premises we have booked, the answer 
is that they do not in the first place do so; they 
simply visit every establishment in the near 
vicinity of our expected meeting and enquire 
whether someone has booked a room or hall 
for the day in question. By this process, it is 


not difficult to deduce which premises may 


have been booked by ourselves. The owners 
are then warned to take care in case the 
booking has been made by ‘fascists’ or some 
such species and lest the meeting will become 
the occasion of violence — the violence of 
our opponents of course and not of ourselves. 


On hearing that we had lost the booking of . 


our original meeting place in York by these 
means, it was my immediate thought that we 
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our people in one body and at a place within 
quick and easy reach so that, in the event of 
the quest for an alternative meeting hall being 


‘successful, we could then direct them there. 


In due course I was informed by the police 
that this would not be permitted. 

Assembling on the opposite side of the road 
from our party members by now was a 
gathering of political opponents, comprising 
the usual outpourings from the sewers of 
society. The head of police present informed 
me that his concern was to prevent a clash 
between this mob and our own people. 

I informed him that, as long as our people 
kept together in a single body, there was no 
chance whatever of this happening. The 
Opponents were not greater in numbers than 
Our supporters and in terms of physical 
attributes there just was no comparison. As I 
have stated before, we always seem to have as 
part of our teams of activists a considerable 


number of very hefty and fit young men who © 


These men believed they were going to fight for their country and Empire, not for mere 
political abstractions 


should endeavour to obtain an alternative 
meeting place nearby, and for this purpose we 
had brought with us a substantial sum of 
money in banknotes to cover, not only the 
hire fee, but a donation to the private funds of 
the caretaker or manager in charge to induce 
him to be co-operative — another regrettable 
necessity imposed upon us by the conditions 
of war in which we are placed. 


SABOTAGE 


It was a very real possibility of course that 
those who had sabotaged the booking we had 
made had also sounded the alarm bells at 
every other establishment within close reach 
and thus sabotaged our chances of getting an 
entry in any of these also. Of course there was 
only one way to find out and that was to try. 

This, however, necessitated keeping all of 


are well able to look after themselves, while 
our Opponents are mostly weedy specimens, 
many of them into drugs, who could not fight 
their way through a paper bag. To constitute 
any real physical threat to anybody, they have 
to be present in such overwhelming numbers 
as to be able to swamp us by sheer numerical 
weight. This was not the case at York on 
November 8th. 

When not able to outnumber us, they rely 
on just two things: verbal obscenities that are 
designed to get our people to over-react and 
thus get themselves arrested by the police; or 
the picking upon our people in small, isolated 
groups where they are not numerous enough 
to resist — always the coward’s way of 
fighting. 

The police officer present told me that I 
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must disperse our people from where they 
were waiting, otherwise they might cause a 
breach of the peace, and that in their dispersal 
they must go in small groups of no more than 
4 in number and walking not less than 70 
yards apart. Dispersal in any other form 
would be construed by the police as a ‘public 
procession’ and thereby contrary to the 
rulings of the Home Secretary covering such 
events for that time and place. 


‘PUBLIC PROCESSION’ 


This was of course perfectly ludicrous: By 
the same token, any large number of shoppers 


present in the city centre that afternoon and 


less than 70 yards apart could be deemed a 
‘public procession’. Of course, the only 
context in which it could have been logical to 
apply the Home Secretary’s ban on ‘public 
processions’ would be where a group of 
people, by their presence as one group, might 
have ‘provoked’ a breach of the peace. This 
had always been a non-starter, for precisely 
the reasons I have mentioned. The opposition 
most certainly would not commit a breach of 
the peace against us as long as we remained 
together, because we were too strong for 
them; they might well, on the other hand, 
commit a breach of the peace if they could 
catch some of us in smaller groups which they 
could then overwhelm by weight of numbers. 

I put it to the police officer in question that 
his order that we disperse in small groups 
of four or less simply did not make sense in 
terms of his professed objective of preserving 
the public peace and that the latter had much 
better chance of being preserved if we kept 
together. I might as well have been speaking 
to empty air for all the impression this made 
on him. I then told him that, if in the process 
of dispersing in accordance with his instruct- 
ions, any of our people got set upon by their 


‘Opponents and injured, I would hold him — 


personally responsible. He replied that his 
-~ men would ensure that this would not happen. 
In fact during our people’s subsequent 
dispersion there were numerous occasions on 
which they encountered numerically superior 
groups of opposition and with no police 
anywhere nearby to help them. Only the 
contemptible cowardice of our opponents — 
together with their own propaganda, 
depicting our activists as something on a par 


with the Waffen SS — prevented anything 


more than mere verbal attacks. If none of our 
people was injured, it certainly was not due to 
the police presence. 

The insistence that our people disperse, 
and in a manner that would not permit them to 
keep together as one body, completely ruled 
out any possiblity that we could direct them to 
an alternative meeting place — even in the 
event of such a meeting place being obtained. 
We were forced to abandon all our plans for 
York on the day — the meeting as well as the 
march, and proceed home — the alternative 
to this being many arrests and subsequent 
fines, which would impose a heavy load on 
our finances. I just was not prepared to place 
us in this position, and I therefore had no 


option but to comply with police instructions. 
In certain respects, there was some bad 


local organisation by our party which did not 


help things. It is my view, however, that even 
had this organisation been up to the level 
desired it would not have made any signif- 
icant difference to our ability to carry out our 
plans for the day. We would still have been 
unable to hold our march and, almost 
certainly, our meeting also. 

I have always made it a policy of our party 
not to take up any public posture in opposition 
to the police, and I have condemned as 
immature and silly the practice of certain 
other political organisations of doing so. This 
is still my view and my policy. It is at the 
same time wise to recognise that the police — 
whatever the good sentiments or intentions of 
the average constable — are at the end of the 


day an agency of the political establishment, — 


and will carry out the orders of that establish- 
ment because that is what it is paid to do. 
There is not the slightest doubt in my mind 


that policing operations in York on November | 


8th of this year were conducted in broad 
compliance with a directive handed down 
from the Home Office that our day’s plans 
there should be sabotaged by all means 
necessary, the pretext of ‘public order’ being 
of course the one employed to give this 


sabotage the cloak of legitimacy and thus 


make it publicly acceptable. 


UNWRITTEN LAW 


Of course I cannot produce a document 
comprising written evidence to this effect — 
and it is quite possible that no such document, 
in the form of any directive on paper, exists. It 
is not necessary that it should do so. Chief 
Constables of Britain’s county constabularies 
are men who secure their appointments on the 
assurance that they are ‘reliable’ defenders of 
the political establishment and will act at all 
times in accordance with its policies. Chief 
Constables know, as an unwritten law, that 
patriotic organisations are on the list of those 
classified as ‘subversive’ and therefore to be 
hounded, harrassed and deprived of their 
rights whenever thought necessary. It 
therefore comes about that when any 
nationalist organisation announces its plans to 
hold a public activity in an area the local Chief 
Constable knows exactly what he has to do. 

Ample means exist for him then to 
communicate the orders for the day down to 
the local Chief Superintendent who is usually 
in charge of proceedings. That Superintend- 
ent is himself probably a man who owes his 
position to his complicity in ‘public policy’ 


‘and, with his eye on his promotional 


prospects, knows what is expected of him — 
so that in any messages handed down to him 
by his superior the former does not need to be 
too specific. At any rate, it is doubtful that 
anything is ever put on paper or said within 
earshot of another person, police officer or 
otherwise. 

The ordinary constable is thereupon 
expected to act in accordance with the orders 


` for the day. Quite often, if he can be co-oper- 


ative towards us without over-stepping the 
bounds of his authority, he will do so — and 
that is what makes it stupid for any of us to 
take up an attitude generally antagonistic to 
the police, for in that case the co-operation of 
such officers at constable or sergeant level is 
less likely. We must make friends, and keep 
them, where we can among police officers,. 
while always realising that those in the senior 
ranks cannot be depended upon to show 
consideration to us. 

I have dissertated on this theme in order to 
underline the fact that, at top level, policing 
tactics as they are applied in the event of our 
activities, are always determined at political 
level and are in fact a reflection of the policy 
of the state — despite official claims as to the 
operational independence of local constab- 
ularies. 

It was noticeable to us that the whole attit- 
ude of the Chief Superintendent in charge 
at York had changed in the few days that 
passed between his initial conference with our 
Organisers and the event itself. This was 
evident from those organisers’ report to me of 
that conference, which was to the effect that 
this officer's demeanour on this earlier 
occasion had been extremely helpful and 
reasonable. Clearly, he had been in receipt of 
some directive in the intervening period (in 
what form I am not able to say) that his task on 
the day was to make things for us as difficult 
as possible and that he was expected, in 
effect, to prevent any of our planned activities 
in the city going ahead. From the moment I 
first encountered him, his attitude was 
obviously hostile — a complete about-turn 
from that displayed a few days earlier. 


GIGANTIC DECEPTION 


On the very day that this was happening, 
the victory of ‘freedom’ was, as I have said, 
being celebrated in hundreds, possibly 
thousands, of ceremonies up and down the 
country, large and small. At the most 
important one, in London a few hours earlier, 
the nation’s main dignitaries had assembled 
with solemn faces in Whitehall, reverently 
bowing their heads at the appropriate moment 
to the martyrs of this same ‘freedom’. How 
gigantic is the deception that, in this regard, 
has been put across on the British people all 
these years! And how foul the hypocrisy 
behind the whole charade! We are not ‘free’ 
— in any meaningful sense of the term. Our 
land is as much a totalitarian one as any of 
those whom, allegedly, we went to war to 
fight — and with the additional fact that, 
while our supposed enemies in that war did 
not make any bones about their policy of 
outlawing certain forms of political dissent, 
justifying this on the grounds of the national 
interest and the need to neutralise the 
subversive forces in their midst, we have 
been plagued for the past half-century with 
this unedifying lie that our society and state 
are in some way different. Surely, when the 
choice is between honest and dishonest 
autocracy, the preference should be for the 
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former. At least in that situation we all know 
where we stand. 

The other difference is of course that, while 
in the so-called ‘Fascist’ and ‘Nazi’ states of 
Europe, suppression was practised by the 
patriotic elements of the nations and against 
the unpatriotic ones, in Britain today things 
are the other way round! The traitors rule and 
disguise their suppression with high- 
sounding verbiage about the need to maintain 
‘public order’, while the patriots are the ones 
who must be suppressed. And all this is by a 
state which has abdicated its responsibility in 
all other fields of public order, as can be 
demonstrated by the events of the past few 
years! 

There may be some among our supporters 
who will take all this as a cause for pessimism 
— areason to say that things are hopeless and 


that nothing can be done. They could not be 
more wrong! 


HISTORY SHOWS SUPPRESSION 
CAN BE OVERCOME 


History is littered with examples of polit- 
ical movements, including movements of 
national liberation, that suffered exactly the 
same handicaps of suppression. Again and 
again, it has been proved that, when the spirit 
and the will are there, ways can be found to 
overcome this suppression and turn the tables 
on those who apply it. 

We can allow these loathsome practices by 
the state of today to demoralise us and force 
us to give up in despair — or we can turn them 
to our advantage by exposing them for what 
they are: the surest sign of the weakness of 
that state — that it has no answer to the likes 
of ourselves except to ban us. 

As far as I am concerned, the bans of the 
kind we encountered in York represent just 


one more nail in the coffin of the corrupt 
politial establishment: an establishment that 
can now be seen to be acting in contravention 
of all its own professedly most sacred 
principles, in order to stem the rising tide of 
popular disgust and nausea against its 
policies. I have stated again and again on 
platforms up and down the land: they can 
turn against us all the heavy artillery of state 
power; they can try to intimidate us with the 
aid of their violent mobs (which, while 
chanting the slogans of the left, make 
common cause against us with Toryism); they 


can try to turn the people against us by lies and 


slander; in the end, they will not stop us — 
for by the sheer power of truth, allied to the 
reborn spirit of our ancient race, we will 
win this holy war — and, through us, 
Britain will live again IN REAL 
FREEDOM — THE FREEDOM OF A 
NATION IN WHICH TRUTH CAN BE 
SPOKEN — WITHOUT GUILT AND 
WITHOUT FEAR! 


THE BUSINESS OF DECEPTION 


Prof. REVILO P. OLIVER takes a fresh look at the 
‘Spycatcher’ controversy 


Reproduced with' acknowledgements to: 
LIBERTY BELL, PU Box 21, Reedy, WV 
202/ 0)008 SA! 

THE WHOLE BUSINESS of a nation’s 
intelligence agency is duplicity and deceit. 
Its primary function is to ascertain, by 
various kinds of espionage, the secret 
offensive and defensive power and plans of 
the nation’s present or potential enemies. 
An equally important function is to 
prevent those enemies from ascertaining 
its nation’s secrets. 

The agency must first of all protect its own 
secrets, especially its most valuable sources 
of information. To do this, it must often 
deceive the very people on whose behalf it is 
working. When a person of very high rank in 
the German Government probably 
Admiral Canaris, who almost certainly was a 
Jew disguised as a Greek — delivered to the 
head of the British cryptological service one 
of Germany's new cypher machines, the 
Enigma, which the Germans believed proof 
against analysis, the fact was concealed by 
more or less plausible cover stories told to 
British officers, necessarily of high rank, 
who, after the war began, had to be entrusted 
with the secret that German messages were 
being read. One tale, which was being told 
when I last heard it a few years ago, was a 
romance about sagacious Polish factory 
workers who deduced that the small machine 
parts they were producing must be intended 
for enciphering machines, and heroically had 
them smuggled to Great Britain. 

When we ambushed and killed Japan's 
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greatest military commander, Admiral 
Yamamoto, the pilots of the 15 or 20 fighter 
planes that plunged from a maximum altitude 
on the Admiral’s big command plane had to 
be told precisely when and where they were to 
expect him, but they were not told that we 
knew because we were reading the. most 
secret of the Japanese naval codes and so had 
a complete and precise schedule of 
Yamamoto’s tour of inspection. The destruct- 
ion of Japan’s greatest military mind, and the 
demoralising effect on the Japanese of the 
loss of their venerated commander, whom 
they thought virtually invincible, was a great 
victory, but it could have been a pyrric one. It 
was achieved at great risk, not in combat — 
for Yamamoto’s plane was practically a 
sitting duck to the attackers, but to our 
strategy in the war in the Pacific. 


CHANGE OF CODE 


If the Japanese suspected that our success 
in ambushing Yamamoto had been made 
possible by our reading of their “most secure’ 
means of ‘high-level’ and ultra-secret 
communications, they of course would 
immediately have changed that four-digit 
doubly-enciphered code. And if they came to 
the conclusion that the Americans must have 
broken that code by cryptanalytic techniques, 
they would construct their new code on 
entirely different principles. If you have even 
a superficial knowledge of cryptology, you 
will appreciate the magnitude of the risk taken 
when Yamamoto was assassinated. A new 
edition of the four-digit code could resist the 


best efforts of cryptanalysts for a month, 
perhaps two months, during which time our 
knowledge of Japanese movements and plans 
would depend only on their five-digit code, 
used for communications below the highest 
level (i.e. tactical rather than strategic 
messages) — unless that too were replaced. 
But a new code enciphered on an entirely new 
principle might be invulnerable to analysis for 
months and months, perhaps a year or more, 
during which we would have to fight the 
Japanese without knowing the orders given 
their major forces and the strategic plans that 
could be logically inferred from them. 
Furthermore, the cryptanalysts were chilled 
by the knowledge that they knew how to 
construct a code that would be absolutely 
unbreakable with the analytic resources then 
available. 

That is why the pilots of the attacking 
planes and all American officers, no matter 
how high their rank, except the very few who 
necessarily knew, were systematically 
deceived by the most plausible lie that could 
be invented in the circumstances. There was a 
network of observers, most of them amateurs, 
on the coast of Australia called ‘coast- 
watchers’, who did transmit useful inform- 
ation obtained by watching such Japanese 
movements as they could discern from the 
coast. For the cover-story, the ‘coast- 
watchers’ were expanded and given adroit 
native agents in territories occupied by the 
Japanese — imaginary natives who, from 
their hiding places, observed Japanese 
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movements with their high-powered binoc- 
ulars and reported them by the radio apparatus 
with which they were imaginatively 
equipped. They had seen Yamamoto’s plane 
take off and, from the direction of its flight, 
conjectured to which Japanese base it was 
bound! : 

It was correctly assumed that Japanese 
counter-espionage would learn the story that 
was told to the American officers, and the 
Japanese were content with it. They did not 
change the four-digit code, except by the 
regular periodic changes of keys and of one 
stage of encipherment, thus scarcely exercis- 
ing the American cryptanalysts. And it was 
our ability to read the four-digit code that 
made possible many of our victories; for 
example, we sank the greatest battleship ever 
built, the Yamato, by taking it by surprise in 
Japanese coastal waters and launching an 
intensive and all-out attack, with all the 
submarines and bombers we could muster, 
before it reached its rendezvous with the 
squadrons of ships that would have shielded it 
from such attacks. But so fixed is the habit of 
deception that 5 or 6 years later, after the 
surrender of Japan and, what is more 
important, after it was generally known that 
our cryptanalysts had read the diplomatic 
messages sent by the system that we called the 
‘purple machine’, an American Admiral told 
the old cover story, invented to deceive most 
of the American officers at the time, that 
adroit Korean spies in Japan had informed us 
about the movements of the Yamato. 

I have given this example to show you that 
successful deception of the very army or navy 
and intelligence agency serves may be the 
equivalent of victory in a pitched battle or 
even an entire campaign. And even if there is 
no urgent motive, deception to conceal the 
purpose or effect of intelligence work 
becomes habitual, almost instinctive. 


DANGER OF PENETRATION 


The greatest danger to intelligence 
agencies is that of being penetrated by 
double-agents, now commonly called 
‘moles’, traitors or disguised aliens in the 
service of the enemy. Under present conditi- 
ions, following the collapse of the morale of 
our race, it is probable that no white nation or 
country could make its intelligence agencies 
proof against such penetration — not even if it 
really tried. 

In Britain (no longer Great), the minority 
of Englishmen who still hope their nation has 
a future have been amazed and dismayed by 
revelations that ‘moles’ were deeply 
entrenched in MI5 (the division that is the 
very heart of British Military Intelligence) 
before, during and after the suicidal war 
against Germany.. And, what was most 
distressing of all, the traitors were well 
educated men of Aryan ancestry, whose 
comparatively prosperous parents had sent 
them to British public schools and one or the 
other of the two great universities. One 
comparatively recent shock came from the 
belated disclosure that the respected and 


HOLLIS 
Was he traitor or just fall guy? 


knighted Anthony Blunt had been a traitor in 
the service of the Soviet when he was in MI5. 
He was also a homosexual pervert, like all but 


one of the ‘moles’ previously identified (See 


Andrew Boyle’s book The Climate of Treason 
(2nd edition, London, Hodder & Stoughton, 
1980). 

Even more shocking was a recent book by 
Chapman Pincher, Their Trade is Treachery, 
which is the subject of an article in the 
September issue of the British periodical, 
Private Eye. 

The ostensible purpose of the article, 
anonymous but obviously written by a man 
who has been in the inner core of MI5, is to 
question and deny Pincher’s allegation that 
the late Sir Roger Hollis (another pervert), 
who had been the Director-General of MI5, 
had been a traitor in the service of the Soviet. 
The author affirms that Hollis was not a 
‘mole’, and is content to say no more than that 
the evidence against him, set forth by 
Pincher, was obtained by ‘‘scrabbling in the 
dust.’’ He thus admits the authenticity of the 
evidence, but denies its significance and the 
interpretation put on it. On this basis, i.e. that 
the evidence was not fabricated, it will follow 
that Hollis, if not a traitor, was more gullible 
and less ruthless than the commander of a 
national intelligence agency has any right to 
be. Now this is quite possible, but for a reason 
the author oddly refrains from mentioning, 
although he probably hoped that some of his 


readers would discover it for themselves. 


He attacks Pincher’s book by stating, no 


doubt correctly, that Pincher, a journalist, 
obtained his information from a former 
officer of MI5, Peter Wright, who was paid 
£31,000-plus for it in a deal that was 
arranged, and perhaps financed, by a very 
wealthy Jew who grew up in England and 
whom the stupid British even raised to the 
peerage as Lord Rothschild. The purpose of 
the transaction and the publication was to 
direct suspicion against the decedsed Hollis 


‘and divert it from Rothschild, who had, 


during the years in question, been a ranking 
member of MI5, second only to Hollis in 
authority, and who, incredible as it may 
seem, had with him as a fellow official the 
Jewess who became his wife. 

The anonymous author thinks it highly 
Significant that, although Rothschild had, 
from his student days at Cambridge, been an 
intimate friend of some of the foul traitors 
already exposed, and associated with all of 
them, he is not even mentioned in Pincher’s 
book. The author could have added that the 
fact is even more significant because, entirely 
aside from any question of ‘moles’ and 
treason, Pincher’s book necessarily deals 
very. heart of British Military Intelligence) 
before, during and after the suicidal war 
Director, and the position and great influence 
of Rothschild in the agency must have made it 
very hard to avoid mentioning him. Andrew 
Boyle, in the book I cited above, has to 
mention Rothschild several times and even 
mentions his association with a notorious 
traitor, Philby, in an operation that MIS was 
able to carry out in Paris because Lord 
Rothschild enlisted the co-operation of the 
members of his international family who 
resided in France. The obvious explanation of 
Pincher’s thunderous silence is that Roth- 
schild sponsored and probably subsidised his 
book. 


REVELATIONS OF 
PETER WRIGHT 


The immediate occasion of the article in 
Private Eye is the publication in Australia of a 
book, Spycatcher, by the Peter Wright who 
supplied the information used by Pincher. It is 
said that in the book, which I have not seen, 
Wright incidentally reveals so much of the 
dirty tactics and potentially disastrous 
Strategy of the treacherous government that 
herded the British people into the Mi war 
against Germany and liquidated the British 
Empire that no reader can escape the conclus- 
ion that that government was British only in 
name. The present government of Little 
Britain made frantic efforts to prevent the 
publication of that book or to suppress it in. 
Australia, and is now trying to prevent copies 
of it entering England, fearing lest Wright’s 
disclosures occasion such a shock that the 
brains of many Englishmen might start to 
operate. Some believe that distribution of 
Spycatcher in England would precipitate the 
fall of the government of Prime Ministress 
Maggie Thatchcr, a mannequin dressed and 
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THE BUSINESS OF DECEPTION 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


posed by Saatchi & Saatchi, the advertising 
agency of two members of Rothschild’s holy 
tribe, who crawled into England from Iraq 
around 1950 and promptly became outrag- 
eously wealthy (see Liberty Bell, July 1986, 
pp. 1-7). 

The anonymous author reports that 
Wright’s book contains ‘‘all sorts of things 
too embarrassing for the government to 
allow, and that it would produce a 
‘backlash’ that ‘‘would affect Lord Roth- 
schild himself and even Chapman Pincher 
(who, interestingly enough, supports the 
government’s attempts to ban Wright’s 
book).’’ One assumes that Rothschild would 
be affected because he, although not a 
member of the present ‘British’ cabinet, 
composed of Jews plus a few spavined 
individuals who are at least partly English, is, 
behind the scenes, one of the directors of the 
show in which Maggie performs. As for the 
journalist, he would have to explain why — 
and for what consideration — he violated one 
of the conditions under which, according to 
our author, Wright gave him the information 
used in his book. Pincher let his readers 
assume that his unmasking of poor Hollis 
completed the shameful story, but Wright, 
although a recipient of largesse from Roth- 
schild, had stipulated that Pincher was to 
demand a full-scale investigation of treason in 
MIS, which, he must have known, would 
disclose much more. Nota bene. 

Now we are told emphatically that Wright, 
although looking for more ‘moles’ in MIS, 
expresses no faintest hint of suspicion when 
he mentions Rothschild, although the Jew 
was the member of MIS whose record most 
invited suspicion, given. the associations | 
mentioned above and the undisputed fact that, 
until he jumped into the pseudo-conservative 
government now in power, he had been one of 
the Communists’ ‘fellow-travellers’. One 
could suppose that Wright might have been 
reluctant to bite the hand of his rich benefac- 
tor, but the author has a different explanation. 


HERO-W ORSHIP 


Rothschild was educated at Harrow and 
Cambridge, but Wright did not attend a 
British public school and presumably 
attended what is called a ‘council school’ in 
Britain, the counterpart of an American 
public school. That means of course that 
Wright’s parents could not afford to give him 
a good education. Therefore, says our author, 
‘‘almost from the first moment they met, 
Wright worshipped at Rothschild’s feet. 
Some of the most remarkable passages in 
Spycatcher bear witness to the hero-worship 
which the low-born Wright had for his 
wealthy, aristocratic colleague — and for 
Lady Rothschild too...Wright was dazzled by 
Rothschild, who, he believed, could never be 
wrong. Rothschild developed the friendship 
carefully.’ 


Puge ten 


Very well, but at this point, my reader, you 


will ask whether Wright, in 1987, was so 
dazzled and naive that he was certain that his 
‘aristocratic’ Jewish hero would be immune 
to suspicion in the thorough and really search- 
ing investigation of MI5 that he demanded. 
And you will wish, as I do, that we could read 
and ponder the passages in which Wright 
exhibits his ‘hero-worship’. 

The former member of the inner core of 
MI5 proceeds in his article to absolve Roth- 
schild of suspicion that he was a Soviet ‘mole’ 
on the ground that his Communist inclinat- 
ions and allegiance were open and notorious 
when he was a ranking member of Military 
Intelligence. 

He then tells us that Rothschild, ‘‘while in 
MIS argued strongly that any important 
information which came to Britain through 
the code-breaking operation at Bletchley 
(Hall, where the secret British cryptanalytic 
agency was housed) should be made available 
to the Russians...He openly threatened, if 
the information was not made available, to 
hand it over himself’’ (my emphasis). 


WHAT HOLLIS SHOULD 
HAVE DONE 


That does it! Of course, Rothschild was samt 

. And it obviously 

follows that when that threat was made, if not 
long before, Roger Hollis, the Director- 
General of MI5, had an imprescriptible duty 
to order, as he had the legal power and, 
indeed, the obligation to do, the immediate 
arrest of Rothschild and the Jewess who was 
then either his mistress or wife, and their 
detention for the duration of the war in the 
prison at Brixton, in which were then illegally 
incarcerated Admiral Domvile, Captain 
Ramsey (a member of parliament) and a 
number of other patriotic Englishmen who 


had voiced disapproval of condemning - 


thousands of Englishmen and Englishwomen 
to death in war in order to punish the Germans 
for disobedience to (gies 

’ These patriotic 
Englishmen had been kidnapped, in defiance 
of all British law and usage, at the orders of 
Winston Churchill, the — half-English 
pensioner of the Jews, who had made him 
Prime Minister. The imprisonment of the 
Rothschilds would have been a legal and 
indeed obligatory use of the power every 
intelligence agency necessarily possesses to 
avert betrayal of its secrets by a member who 
is discovered to be loyal to another country, 
whether or not that country happens to be an 
ally at the moment. For that matter, although 
intelligence agencies cannot operate with 
military discipline, they, no less than the 
regular army, cannot tolerate violation of the 
orders of a superior officer, and have their 
equivalent of the court martial that immed- 
lately follows such an offence in an army that 
is not a sham. 

Since the anonymous author rcfrains fre n 
mentioning this obvious fact, he can offer no 
explanation of Hollis’s gross dereliction. Was 
he a traitor, as Pincher claimed, so that he 
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protected the Rothschilds, as he, according to 
Pincher, protected Anthony Blunt, even long 
after he knew Blunt to be a traitor? Or was he, 
like Wright in our author’s opinion, overawed 
by the vast wealth of Rothschild and his 
international family? Was he, also relatively 
‘low-born’, taken in by Rothschild’s simulat- 
ion of the manners and culture of the British 
aristocracy? 


PROBABLE REASON FOR 
HOLLIS’S INACTION 


All these are obvious possibilities, but, 
assuming that Hollis was not himself a traitor, 
I incline to the view that he took no action 
because he believed the situation simply 
hopeless and irremediable. It was axiomatic 
in old-line intelligence agencies that, while 
they had to use Jews for espionage, since the 
Jews have colonies in all countries and as 
uae, and are therefore settled in 
many positions to which no Goy spy, 
however talented, could attain without great 
difficulty and grave risk, agencies must make 
sure they are using Jews and not being used by 
them. Knowingly to admit a Jew to the inner 


workings of the agency was equammimssaimiams 


Gage. [t is noteworthy that this Qua, 
sgk rule was first breached by the Germans 
in the first part of this century, when Kaiser 
Wilhelm II insisted on making his ‘dear 
friend’, one of the Warburgs, the real head of 
German Military Intelligence. Of course, so 

Jews that they 
can sometimes nullify the usual precautions. 
The best known example is a Jew from Russia 
who masqueraded as an Irishman named 
Sidney Reilly and, by an elaborate ploy, 
wriggled into British Military Intelligence. 
With the secret help of his fellow tribesmen, 
he attained such success as a spy that he was 
put in charge of British espionage in Russia at 
the time that his race captured the Russian 
Empire in 1917. 

Furthermore, Hollis may have felt 
helpless. He had legally the necessary 
powers, but he could be removed at will by 
the Prime Minister and even imprisoned by 
his successor as head of MIS, perhaps Roth- 
schild himself, who could then use the 
authority which it had been Hollis’s duty to 
use against him! Hollis may have known what 
the Jews would induce or order Churchill to 
do, if Hollis offended the ennobled GaP 
As a matter of fact, Andrew Boyle reports that 
Hollis was harrassed and browbeaten by 
Harold Macmillan, when that louche poseur, 
who may well have been a Soviet agent 
himself, was Prime Minister and could not 
cover up entirely the Profumo scandal. 


THE FACTS REVEALED 


Such is the article in Private Eye, ostensibly 
written to clear both the dead Hollis and the 
living Rothschild of the suspicion of having 
been ‘moles’. But if you have the kind of 
pertinaciously suspicious mind that comes 
from familiarity with the operations of intelli- 
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gence services, you will consider what the 
article has actually accomplished:- , 


(1) It has focussed attention on the presence of 
Jews in MIS, which probably startled many 
Englishmen, accustomed to past identificat- 
ion of members of their own race as traitors in 
Military Intelligence. Many Britons, no 
doubt, have just taken it for granted that their 
intelligence services were controlled by 
members of their own nation. 

(2) It has focussed attention on Rothschild in 
MIS. To be sure, he was mentioned by Boyle, 
who, however, first mentions him as a 
member of the band of rich and pro-Comm- 
unist youngsters who called themselves the 
‘Apostles’ when they were undergraduates at 
Cambridge, most of whom later became 
notorious as traitors or perverts or both. Boyle 
remarks, however, that Rothschild seemed 
more interested in fast automobiles (he was 
known for driving his imported Mercedes at 
100 miles per hour) and fast living, ostentat- 
iously addicted to ‘social’ pleasures, rather 


than to political interests. That seemed to 
exculpate him, since few readers would 
remember that it was precisely such a cover- 
personality that enabled the notorious Sorge 
to be the Soviet spy in Japan who, it could be 
argued, caused the defeat of Germany by 
assuring Stalin that he could safely withdraw 
and use against Germany the huge armies he 
was maintaining on the border of Manchuria. 


(3) Furthermore, by proving that Rothschild 


was not a ‘mole’, but openly and notoriously 
a champion of Communist Russia while in 
MI5, the article shows that the Soviets 
possessed such power in the very heart of 
British Military Intelligence as to make their 
‘moles’ minor and almost negligible factors. 


(4) The fact that a Jew had been able to coerce 
Military Intelligence by brazenly threatening 


to disclose to the Soviets whatever the agency 
chose to keep secret, and had actually done so 
with impunity, must deliver an almost 
galvanic shock to any sane Englishman. And 
the shock may induce in him the few minutes 
of cogitation needed to reach the conclusion 


that his nation had been ruined when (yi 
used it as an instrument to destroy the only 
racially healthy nation in Europe and to begin 
the liquidation of Britain, now in progress. 
And there may still be manhood in England to 
be aroused by that perception. 


That is what the article really does. If you 
have a cynically suspicious mind, you may 
Suspect that the veteran of MIS who 
contributed that article, in his own biandly 
journalistic way, at least tried to shoot down 
his Admiral Yamamoto and made a cover- 
story out of Peter Wright’s banned book, 
perhaps with Peter Wright’s blessing. 


EDITOR’S NOTE: Certain passages of this 
article have been ‘censored out’ with a view to 
avoiding prosecution for ‘racial hatred’ and also 
to avoid possible action against this magazine for 
libel, the laws of which in this country are much 
stricter than in the USA, where the article was 
written. 


MOVING FORWARD 


PETER FOWLER looks into the future development of the 
nationalist movement in Britain 


IT IS NOT within the scope of this article to 
describe or lament the twentieth-century 
debasement of Britain and its inhabitants: 
the former workshop of the world reduced 
to the ignominy of a workhouse. National- 
alists have long since identified the 


elements responsible for such despoilation, 


and why else have we rallied to the British 
National Party other than to rectify this 
mischief? 

No ambiguity has ever shaded nationalist 
aims. We are set upon displacing a system 
that has treasoned our birthright, and to estab- 
lishing a regime worthy of two thousand years 
of history. 

For both accomplishments we possess the 
necessary political tackle, and for both tasks 
we have at our command the requisite vigour 
and commitment. Yet at the point of so saying 
we find ourselves faced with a major 
dilemma. . 

All the channels of communication, and 
through which the British people are indoct- 
rinated into hostility towards us, are 
dominated by) the very liberal-democratic 
estate we fight to overcome. 

In whatever direction minds and energies 
are traversed, therefore, we inevitably swing 
back to confront this one over-riding 
predicament: under such constraints, how are 


we to communicate nationalist ideals and 


principles to our fellow-countrymen and 
-women at large? 

With the pull of some nocturnal illuminat- 
ion enticing moths, the question attracts a 


fluttering of eccentrics we could well do 
without. Individuals with congealed opinions 
ignore the issue altogether, convinced they 
already have the only feasible answers. And 
some of them whirl about the topic frustrat- 
edly until, singed by confusion, they retreat 
into a confirmed pessimism. 

But it is a theme to which leadership at all 
levels must earnestly attend if we are to move 
forward to any real purpose, and I shall 
endeavour here — albeit briefly — to 
approach it from one initial premise: that we 
keep our feet firmly on the ground, and use 
tactics that are mundane but nevertheless 
operable. 


THE OBSTACLES 


The obstacles thrown up to thwart the 
spreading of the nationalist message are 
basically the same wherever a BNP presence 
manifests itself. Communal characteristics, 
however, can vary for many reasons, and 
pose problems no less formidable than the 
barriers raised by the establishment. 

The following propositions are advanced 
from a territory where this is assuredly so, yet 
where unique opportunities exist for national- 
ist inroads. 

South Wales is a political ‘hot potato’. 

The Welsh capital Cardiff is cosmopolitan. 
It has a reputation for ‘racial harmony’ 
constantly evoked by fantasising journalists 
and trendy renegades but one that is essent- 
ially spurious: a myth fabricated out of boom- 
time dockland euphoria. 


Rather more ominously, it lies under the 
bitter surveillance of the Rhondda Valleys, 
where legendary suffering has germinated 
an intrepid and intransigent radical bias — a 
stance epitomised during the 1930s by the 
vow of a local collier that ‘‘not even the ears 
of Rhondda’s sheep should be defiled’’ by the 
impending oratory of Sir Oswald Mosley. 

As such  belligerency has scarcely 
dwindled over the past 50 years, the reader 
can safely assume that those involved in 
spreading the nationalist word thereabouts 
have given serious thought to the under- 
taking! 

And ‘spreading the word’ — in a literal 
sense — is a procedure we might well begin 
with. 


IMPORTANCE OF 
PERSONAL CONTACT 


The establishment apparatus is maliciously 
wide-ranging. It can, via a variety of 
maneouvres, cancel out public meetings and 
demonstrations; it can restrict or prohibit the 
written word; it can harrass us with lies, 
distortions, brute violence, legislated intim- 
idation and innumerable other weapons. 

What it cannot do, for all its muscle and 
cunning, is trespass upon — still less elimin- 
ate — verbal exchanges between friends, 
acquaintances and fellow-workers; and in this 
respect are there not reasonable grounds for 
suggesting that we have exposed our advers- 
ary’s Achilles’ heel, or at least a tender 
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portion of it? | 

Activists tend to regard the distribution of 
leaflets as the ultimate means of reaching the 
public, and I would be the last to decry a 
contrivance of proven value. Consider, 
however, the significant differences between 
the printed exhortation and the ‘‘torch of the 
spoken word cast into the midst of our 
people.’’ 

The deliverer of written material posted 
through the letter box is totally anonymous. 
Between deliverer and receiver, no tangible 
bond is fashioned. The entire operation can be 
labelled propaganda by proxy. 

The very opposite applies in the case of 
personal contacts. Then we deal with folk we 
know. Dependent upon degrees of intimacy, 
we are familiar with their temperaments, 
mental capacities, prejudices and prefer- 
ences. We are able to address them with a 
measure of regularity and persistence, and 
our arguments can be adopted to counter their 
own. It may be rejoined that, whereas leaflets 
circulate extensively, personal contacts are, 
by comparison, strictly circumscribed; but 
anyone with experience of leafletting will 
confess the disparity betwixt output and 
returns. 

That everybody knows somebody is a 
truism not to be despised. 

Should a single nationalist win one new 
follower, and that follower in turn gain 
another, a continuation of the process would, 
over a relatively short period of time, result in 
a sizeable sum-total. No great mathematical 
acumen is required to appreciate the implicat- 
ions of this fact. 

Every nationalist worthy of the name 
should become a proselytiser for the cause — 
not in any random context, but as a participant 
in a purposeful strategy. The role demands no 
exceptional expertise. A grasp of funda- 
mental policies, allied to real conviction, is 
sufficient. And genuine zeal shapes its own 
eloquence. 

One quite recent member of the South 
Wales BNP has aroused the interest of eleven 
co-workers, all of whom now subscribe to our 
literature. 

What is equally important, when BNP 
members en bloc can be persuaded to share 
this commitment, all our human resources 
will be utilised. We shall then be situated to 
assess our effectuality in realistic terms. 


THE WRITTEN WORD 


The foregoing comments are in no way 
meant to disparage the value of the leaflet. 
What has to be stressed is that what that leaflet 
actually says remains the decisive factor. In 
this respect, it is easy to miss the self-evident. 

We have to bear in mind that the over- 
whelming majority of Britons are victims of 
systematic brainwashing. Our very vocabul- 
ary is either foreign to them or an incitement 
to paroxysms. And to attribute this 
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condition to mere public apathy is an entirely 
false and misleading diagnosis — for apathy 
is a Symptom rather than a cause. 

The malady we must treat is public 
ignorance, the consequence of relentless 
misteaching and  demoralisation by 
government for decades past. Hence a 
primary arim of nationalist propaganda has to 
be located in the area of popular re-education, 
an insistent gist of our presentations being the 
rottenness of the liberal-democratic system as 
such. No effort should be spared in stripping 
our compatriots of their faith in the estab- 
lished order of things. 

The old-gang parties assist us considerably 
in this direction through their own disastrous 
inadequacies. Let us express appreciation by 
venting our indictments of them energetic- 
ally! 


RESPONSE NOT 
ALWAYS INSTANT 


In this sort of campaign, leaflets corres- 
ponding in content to the work in hand can 
fulfil a worthwhile function. Casting the 
seeds of disenchantment does not revolve 
only around material results in the form of 
new membership; growth in support often 
proceeds unseen, until the political climate 
becomes favourable and the harvest of our 
efforts is then gathered. Therefore there need 
be no decrease in morale because large-scale 
visible rewards fail to materialise immed- 
lately. 

And before passing from the printed word, 
another proposal might be added. All BNP 
groups with initiative and some finance at 
their disposal should contrive ways of 
producing regular journals or broadsheets. 
Provided it be presentable in material and 
format, a local publication need not prove a 
costly venture, though it could well turn out 
costly for our opponents. Giving space to 
items of local interest, yet politically releyant 
to the country as a whole, such organs in 
proliferation would equip the BNP with a 
propaganda base with appreciable impact. 

Of course there should be no silly ideas 
about competing in substance with the journ- 
alistic springtides of the establishment. The 
design would simply be to insinuate national- 
ism wherever we are organised, and that with 
a degree of depth and professionalism. 

This is a viable method of accelerating the 
thrust at the credibility of the old order, while 
at the same time augmenting the work of our 
existing monthlies. 


A MODERN METHOD OF 
COMMUNICATION 


One further expedient remains to be 
mentioned. 

Good sense dictates that we recognise that 
great mass meetings belong to another era. 
People are nowadays far too anaesthetised by 
tabloids and television to be tempted into 
large political assemblies (old-gang party 
conferences would seem an exception, save 
that they are little more than anual collectives 
for recycling doctrinal waste), and certain it is 
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that, for the moment, nationalists are not 
going to gain admittance to the press or the 
mechanical malefactor in the drawing-room 
corner. 

SO once again an alternative stratagem is 
called for, and one again there appears a 
convenient breach in establishment armour. 

If the people will not come to the speaker, 
the speaker must go to the people. For this 
purpose, the recorded talk is an ideal 
medium. | 

Such cassettes as are available within the 
BNP are few in number, nor are they of very 


recent vintage. Nevertheless, I can testify that 


these discourses circulate easily, command- 
ing receptive and sympathetic listeners — and 
not for their subject matter alone, it might be 
said, but also because of the sincerity and 
Clarity of their delivery — these qualities not 
being usual with the politicians of today. 
The cassette recording deserves 
determined cultivation. Local members who, 
in more truly liberated times, would hold 
forth at public gatherings should not be 


silenced. On tape, they might still communi- 


cate to substantial audiences. 


CONCLUSION 


Besides very obvious pragmatic differ- 
ences, a profound moral gulf separates 
nationalists from the liberal-democratic 
parties. 

Our policies are formulated purely to 
advance the common weal. Theirs are 
manufactured and packaged to titilate the 
popular palate in an urge for instant votes. 
Our intention is the dismantling of the 
prevailing money-power monopoly. Theirs is 
to preserve this corrupt status-quo. 

It is a clear-cut division: the national 


‘interest on one side, vested interest on the 


other. 

We hold then the advantage of political 
consistency over these carpetbaggers, and, 
this being the situation, we are immeasurably 
distanced from the scramble for ideological 
gimmickry that possesses these people. 

We are left free to concentrate on practic- 
alities. Let us use this freedom constructiv- 
ely. 

Sensible theories content to lounge idly in 
the imagination are worthless crutches. 
Transformed into action, they become 
valuable cudgels — weapons with which to 
beat down the phobias and misconceptions 
that the old gang has instilled into our people. 

The writer, and those with whom he is 
privileged to associate in promoting the 
British National Party, are wielding their 
weapons of conversion with increasing 
success. Thus justified, the preceding notions 
are offered for consideration by colleagues 
elsewhere. 

Moving forward is a procedure, not merely 
of struggle, but of adaptability against an 
antagonist of bulky proportions. Do not let us 
make the mistake, however, of inflating the 
enemy’s power by under-rating ourown. _ 

We are as weak, or as strong, as we choose 
to render ourselves. 


WAS HESS MURDERED? 


HANS SCHMIDT sheds new light on the death of the 
prisoner of Spandau 


On Monday, August 17th, 1987, radio 
and television stations across the United 
States broadcast in their evening news 
the terse story that Rudolf Hess, 93, the 
former deputy of Adolf Hitler, and last re- 
maining major leader of Germany’s ‘‘Third 
Reich’’, had died in the allied war crimes 
prison at Spandau, West Berlin, where he 
had been held since the end of the 
Nuremberg trials in 1946. Due to prior 
agreement between the four allied 
powers, the United States, the Soviet 
Union, Great Britain and France, no 
cause of death was given. 

Ordinarily, the demise of a frail, sickly 
and nearly blind nonagenarian is readily 
accepted without much afterthought or 
without any conjecture that foul play may 
have been involved, and in the case of 
Hess this was probably true on the very 
day of his death but not much longer 
thereafter, for on the next morning the 
three Western gaol-keepers announced 
unilaterally that Hess’ death had been a 
suicide. In doing so, these allied nations 
opened a pandora’s box of questions, 
disbelief, hypothesis and innuendo that is 


not going to be closed until the memory of 


our era has been erased by the passage 
of time, several thousand years hence. 
The starting shot for this development 
came from West Germany, where both 
Wolf-Ruediger Hess, the son of the 
deceased, and Hess’ longtime, allied- 
appointed lawyer, Dr. Alfred Seidl, ex- 
pressed their doubts about the allied 
statement of suicide, and—upon transfer 
of Hess’ remains to the family—had a sec- 
ond autopsy performed which seemed to 
indicate pressure marks on the neck that 
could not possibly have been made by the 
‘lonely prisoner” himself. The Hess fami- 
ly also doubted that a note found on the 
former Reich minister’s body indicated in- 
tentions of taking his own life. Rather, it 
was a general farewell note written by 
someone very old—age 93 and mentally 
alert—who knew that his natural life was 
coming to an end, and that he would prob- 
ably never see his wife again on this earth. 


THE MOTIVE? 


But if Rudolf Hess didn’t commit 
suicide, and was murdered instead: why 
would anyone ‘want to murder an over 
90-year old, helpless, alleged war criminal 
without any political power who had 
already spent nearly a half century behind 


bars? Why would one or several of the 
World War Il victor nations feel the need 
now to kill him? The possible answers to 
these questions may well provide the only 
clue to what really transpired on that 17th 
of August behind the dark, foreboding 
walls of Spandau prison. 

Political assassinations—usually very 
elaborate plots involving many people and 
groups—are no rarity in these, our 
allegedly enlightened times. From the 
elimination through aircraft sabotage in 
World War Il of the Polish leader General 
Wladyslaw Sikorski, to the killing in front 
of thousands of witnesses of President 
John F. Kennedy in 1963, to the hitherto 
unsolved, recent murder of former Swedish 
Prime Minister Olof Palme, runs a direct 
line of such actions by post-WW2 power 
holders that are based upon the principle 
that ‘‘the end justifies the means’’. Cer- 
tainly the moral and ethical aspects con- 
cerning murder rarely enter any delibera- 
tions of such planned dastardly deeds, and 
it doesn’t matter whether the instigators 
are atheistic Marxists, zealous Zionists, 
pious Christians, or allegedly super-moral 


adherents of the “democracies”. One can: 


surmise that the decision concerning 


MARTYR FOR PEACE 


RUDOLF HESS 
Were they afraid of the tale he would 
tell if released? 


the ultimate fate of Hess was based 
upon strictly pragmatic, political con- 
siderations and nothing else. In our 
search for the truth we must therefore 
look in that direction. The supposition that 
‘tit could not have happened because the 
people and nations involved would never 
stoop that low” is out of the question. As a 
matter of fact, living in the declining years 
of the XXth Century we know that just the 
opposite is true. 


A WORLD IN DISINTEGRATION 


Possibly the single most important 
cause for the murder of Rudolf Hess at 
this time is the fact that the ‘World Order 
of 1945’’, so carefully constructed by the 
major allies after the defeat of the Reich, 
is now fast disintegrating. This world order 
had been largely built on the military 
might of the United States and the Soviet 
Union (including their vaunted secret- 
services), and the demonization and crim- 
inalization of Hitler and his national- 
socialist (“Nazi”) WELTANSCHAUUNG. 
No matter what differences or conflicts 
arose between these political power sys- 
tems in the decades since the end of 
World War lIl—conflicts that at times led to 
shooting between them—, there was never 
any question about their unison of ideas in 
the matter of “Hitler Germany’’, and that 
is why Rudolf Hess, the very symbol of 
“Nazism”, had been kept at Spandau pri- 
son for all these years with the consent 
and full cooperation of all parties concerned. 

Now things have changed. A German 
philosopher once wrote that it really 
doesn’t matter how strong a nation is, how 
large an army or how vital an economy it 
has, as long as it is larger, stronger and 
more vital than its neighbors. The pre- 
sent world scene, viewed with this thought 
in mind, shows a relative decline and in- 
ternal fragmentation of the major (former) 
military allies (USA, USSR and Great Bri- 
tain), and a tremendous loss of the 
carefully nurtured, and extremely essen- 
tial sympathy by mankind for the outward 
manifestation (the state of Israel) ofthat 
other world power intimately involved in 
the Hess matter, international World 
Jewry. For all four of these nations the 
new developments can have serious con- 
sequences, and therefore any and all 
means are used to stave off the seem- 


Contd. overleaf 
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WAS HESS MURDERED? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


ingly inevitable. 

Few Americans know that the Bonn 
Government had launched a quiet cam- 
paign to get Hess freed from Spandau. 
We have reports that most of the smaller 
Western European nations, now again 
feeling German ascendancy, had agreed 


to support Bonn demands in this 
humanitarian matter. The West German 
Government itself was under pressure 
from its own people, and from friends of 
Germany abroad, to become more active 
on Hess’ behalf. In Europe (but not in the 
United States), it was also reported that 
Mathias Rust, the young German dare- 
devil pilot who landed his Cessna on the 
Red Square in Moscoy, had flown there 
expressly to bring the plight of Rudolf 
Hess to the world public’s attention. It 
was only a matter of time until, as a 
result of such pressures, the cruel and 
inhumane treatment of Hess would be 
ended, and he would be set free. 

Alas, freedom now for an unrepentant 
and mentally alert Rudolf Hess ‘with 
stories to tell’’ was something none ef the 
aforementioned world powers could af- 
ford: 


BETRAYAL AND IGNOMINY 


Great Britain’s role in the Hess affair is 
one of betrayal and ignominy. The full 


cluded). However, the use of the claim 
shows a desperate need for it.] 

The leadership of World Jewry is ob- 
viously seriously concerned about the fact 
that more and more intelligent people 
everywhere view the Third Reich in a nor- 
mal historical context, and not as some 
criminal aberration by the Germans. In 
addition, the many illogical claims con- 
nected with the ‘‘Holocaust”’. are now 


under serious scrutiny, not only by so- 


called revisionists but also by establish- 
ment historicans. The Bitburg and Wald- 
heim affairs, the trials of Barbie and Dem- 
janjuk and others, and the never ending 
hunt for octogenarian alleged ‘‘Nazi war 
criminals?” can only be seen as acts of 
despair by people with a clear view of the 
abyss. Jewish claims of the ‘‘uniqueness”’ 
of the ‘‘Holocaust’’ with its religious con- 
notations also seem to have fallen on deaf 
ears except among the (Jewish and non- 
Jewish) Zionists, as can be seen by the re- 
cent actions of the Roman Catholic pope. 
In addition, it must be stated that Jewish 
hate against Hitler and everything he 
stood for (including all of Germany) is now 
much stronger than at any time since the 
end cf the war. The need for religion- 
based revenge is all-too-apparent in many 
Jewish actions. Freedom for Rudolf 
Hess would have had a devastating im- 
pact on the Jewish psyche. It might 
have been more than they could 
(collectively) accept. 


THE PEOPLE’S WILL 


realization by ‘‘world opinion” that Hess © 


really was on a bona fide peace mission 
with the agreement and consent of Adolf 
Hitler (and that therefore in May of 1941 
World War II could have been prevented 
and uhtold lives saved) might shake the 
former empire to its very foundation. 

The very “raison d’étre’’ of the Soviet 
Union now seems more and more its still 
continuing battle against the ‘‘fascist’’ 
(i.e. ‘‘Nazi’’) menace than anything else. 
The sudden awareness by the Soviet 
peoples that the social system of the Third 
Reich was far better than anything they 
have ever experienced, and that Hitler 
was the true friend of the white race, 
‘might have serious repercussions for the 
Marxist-Leninist order. Recent reports of a 
resurgence of actual ‘‘Nazi’’ groups in- 
side the USSR—with swastika parapher- 
nalia and all—may also be seen as dan- 
gerous manifestations of possible future 
developments by the Soviet elite, and 
could have led to a a hardening of the 
Soviet attitude vis-a-vis Hess. [The all-too- 
frequent use by the Russian leaders of the 
‘20 million Soviet citizens lost their lives 
as a result of Hitler’s war” claim, must 


also be mentioned in this regard. It is` 


patently false (Stalin’s victims are in- 
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There is no question that the American 


people as a whole would have freed Hess 


long ago if presented with both facts and a 
choice. It was no coincidence that—ex- 
cept for Germany—the largest grass roots 
movement for the release of Rudolf Hess 
arose in the United States, and found its 
expression in last year’s ‘‘Christmas Card 
for Rudolf Hess’’ campaign. The powers 


that be knew that this movement would- 


grow, rather than diminish with the 
passage of time, and would ipso facto 
also lead to a revision of judgments con- 
cerning national socialism and its leaders 
in the minds of many Americans. It is.also 
a fact that among the millions all over the 
world who are still (usually secret) ad- 
mirers of Hitler, are an unusually large 
number of Americans. A visit to Hitler’s 
birthplace at Braunau in Austria, or at 
Berchtesgaden, where his‘‘Berghof’’ resi- 
dence stood, shows this clearly: Ameri- 
cans usually outnumber visitors from all 
other nations. Furthermore, no American 
administration ever had a free choice con- 
cerning Hess’ fate due to the inordinate 
pressure by the Jewish lobby which regards 
American decisions concerning Germany 
(any Germany) as its fief. An American 


president who would have acted accord- 
ing to his conscience in this matter would 
have taken his political life in his own 
hands. It is interesting to note that Hess’ 
death was announced at a time when an 
American military detachment was guard- 
ing him. This points to the possibility of 
either American or Jewish action, since 
the former frequently does the bidding of 
the latter. | 

In summary: none of the major powers 
of the still existing “ʻanti-Nazi” coalition 
could afford to free Hess. For them he was, 
and for their peoples he was supposed to 
be, the last living symbol of the ‘evils of 
Nazism”. On the other hand, the 
pressures for his release made his con- 
tinued incarceration more problematic 
every passing day. For millions of people 
around the world Rudolf Hess had now 
become a symbol for the hypocrisy, the 
cruelty, and the vengefulness of the 
World War Il victors. Nothing illustrated 


_the moral and ethical shortcomings of 


the political and religious systems of 
the post-1945 era better than the cruel 
fate imposed on the one man whose 
personal sacrifice and heroism should 
be an inspiration to all. As a result, the 
timely demise of Hess (even with some 
assistance), seemed the only way out. 
And that is probably what happened! 

There is no question that the 
mysterious circumstances surrounding 
the death of Rudolf Hess will assure 
that his name be kept in the public’s 
mind for some time to come. Already it 
can be stated that Hess defeated his 
enemies. His steadfastne$s, his loyalty to 
his friend and leader, his courageous 
sacrifice for his people and nation, and his 
resistance to the blandishments of the 
materialistic age have assured him a 
place in history. 

Historical accounts of importance, and 
epic poems, are never written with 
mythical numbers (no matter how large) 
as the main theme. They always center 
around a hero (or heroine) of exemplary 
personality. Someday, perhaps in hun- 
dreds of years, another Schiller, Goethe, 
Dante, Shakespeare or Cervantes will be 
inspired to write the story of the lonely 
prisoner of Spandau who sacrificed his 
life for his beloved fatherland and our 
European civilization. By then all those 
who nw belittle Rudolf Hess’ greatest 
deed as something irrational and born out’ 
of mental instability will be long forgotten. 
The name “Rudolf Hess” will stand alone. 
HE IS THE MARTYR OF OUR AGE! 


* * * 


This article was originally produced as a 
leaflet by GANPAC (German-American 
National Political Action Committee), PO Box 
1137, Santa Monica, Ca. 90406, U.S.A. 
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SIR: We have noted in recent years the 
meteoric rise of Lord David Young, now 
perhaps Mrs. Thatcher’s closest confidant. 
Young would have been appointed by the 
Prime Minister as Chairman of the Tory Party 
had it not been for so much protest from 
within the ranks. 

Robin Oakley in ‘Cracking the Dole 
Queue’ (The Times, 26th March 1987), 
stated that Young was born in London in 
1932, the son of a Lithuanian Jew and that in 


1956 (when only 24) he became personal’ 


assistant to Sir Isaac Wolfson, then in 1961 
founded the industrial construction group 
Eldonwall. | 

After this there was a gap of 12 years until 
1973. Now is this just a cover-up to deceive 
us? Frank Capell in Kissinger, Soviet Agent 
refers on page 104 to a David Young working 


under John Ehrlichmann, the No. 2 man in the 


Watergate ‘plumbers’ organisation’. Gary 
Allen in Kissinger, the secret side of the Secretary 
of State states on page 114:- ‘‘Kissinger put a 
member of his staff, David Young, in charge 
of the unit (i.e. Special White House Invest- 
igating Unit). Young was a Wall Street 
lawyer who had worked for Rockefeller 
before being promoted to Kissinger’s staff. 
After Watergate, Young was spirited off to a 
cushy assignment in London as a very 
advanced student, and the mediacracy has 
dutifully ignored his key role in Watergate.’’ 
On this side of the Atlantic, we have 
witnessed the very rapid rise of David Young, 
now Lord Young of Graffham, to prominence 
in the Thatcher administration, where he 
serves as Secretary for Trade & Industry. 
Those who wonder how he came almost from 
nowhere so quickly to serve on the Prime 
Minister’s cabinet may feel there is a connect- 
ion with his previous service under Mr. 
Kissinger. Also he has, of course, the right 
ethnic credentials! : 
(Capt.) K.R. McKILLLIAM 

Lympne, Kent 


SIR: If the maintenance of law and order were 
not such a serious matter, the annual spectacle 
of flabby Home Secretaries informing the 
Tory Party conference of the steps they intend 
taking to halt the ever-rising wave of violent 
crime would indeed be laughable. 

This year’s conference was no exception. 


During the conference,’ the eftete Douglas 
Hurd announced his intention of introducing 
legislation to prohibit the carrying of knives 
— as though that was the panacea that would 
put an end to murder, rape and mugging, etc. 
Many readers will doubtless remember Willie 
Whitelaw’s similar announcement not so very 


long ago, when he told the conference that 


administering a ‘‘short, sharp shock’’ to the 
thugs would do the trick. However, despite 
the ‘‘short, sharp shocks,’’ these thugs are 
still very much with us, and are becoming 
more vicious with every year that passes. 
This, I fear, is a trend that will continue until 
we get a government that has the guts to 
restore capital and corporal punishment. 

There is an added dimension to Mr. Hurd’s 
proposed anti-knife legislation that needs to 
be borne in mind. That is the clause that will 
permit knives to be carried for ‘ ‘ceremonial or 
religious” purposes. In other words, Sikhs 
and others will be allowed to carry knives, but 
native-born Britons will not. 

It used to be an axiom that in this country 
the law applied to everyone equally. But in 
recent years notable exceptions have been 
made in favour of the ‘ethnic minorities’. 
Sikhs are exempted from having to wear crash 
helmets when riding motor cycles; Jews and 
Muslims are permitted to use unspeakably 
cruel methods for slaughtering animals; and 
certain races are permitted to keep several 
wives, all of whom are entitled to family 
allowances, etc. 

I suspect that if a tribe of cannibals were to 
settle here, laws would be enacted to permit 
them to practise cannibalism — all of course 
in the interests of good ‘race relations’! 

RONALD G.W. RICKCORD 
Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 


SIR: Having sat through nine long hours of 
Shoah, I have to ask: what purpose did this 
programme serve? 

Channel Four TV station relies almost 


entirely on advertising for its financing, but 


on this occasion the station hierarchy saw fit 


to broadcast the Shoah programme at peak- 
viewing time, two nights running, and 
without advertisements in the middle. How? 
And why? 

Like every other so-called ‘holocaust’ 
film, Shoah offered no evidence of alleged 
‘atrocities’ in the war that would stand up in 
any court (except perhaps in* Israel). If 
anything, this total lack of proof that anything 
untoward happened only adds to revisionist 
historians’ arguments. 

The programme did of course reaffirm the 
stranglehold that certain aliens have over the 
British media, Channel Four included. 

It is an interesting sequel that Channel 
Four’s boss Jeremy Isaacs, having stepped 
down, is now being succeeded by another of 
his tribe, Michael Grade. How do they do it? 

STEPHEN CARTWRIGHT 
Glasgow 


SIR: A friend of mine recently returned from 
the USA with his white American fiance, who 
had made a trip here last year and slightly 
over-ran her allowed duration. This time the 
immigration officials kept her waiting 5 
hours while they asked her humiliating 
questions and imposed some absurd restrict- 
ions on her. She had to sign form after form 
Stating that she would not stay beyond the 
30th September (she arrived on the 2nd 
September), that she would not work here, 
that she would promise to reside only at her 
fiance’s home and finally tha she would not 
marry him while here! 

While all this was going on, my friend was 
watching Asian after Asian with droves of 
infants in tow passing through with ease. 

These immigration officials take their 
orders from the government. So just what the 
hell is the government playing at? 

GLYN HOWARTH 
Liverpool 
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THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40. 
A sensational novel about the destruction of the white 
world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 31 1pp. 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
Holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity and that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
246pp. - 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45çp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (W ilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Cariton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 


192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
_ Bilderburg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
O5pp. 

PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational 
scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren by pacifist 
and unilaterialist ‘educationalists’. This topical and 
factual study makes it plain that we are not simply 
confronted with odd teachers here and there abusing their 
positions but a whole network of organisations and instit- 
utions, some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack 
on young, people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the government 
by members of subversive or criminal organisations for the 
purpose of furthering the interests of those organisations. 
1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
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book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 


lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th. 


century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 

THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the Holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
‘Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£2.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including informat- 
ion on previous upheavals. The author had the honour of 
being imprisoned without trial for four years during the 


* war, despite his status as a member of parliament. 


Originally published 1952, 128pp. 
THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 


` stad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘Holocaust’ but other 


topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A 
scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty of justice. 
1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. a further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo - 


P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA‘S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 


& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelugence and heir 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the. 


dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
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misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 


in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s -membership of the Common Market. 
4986, 79pp. | 
BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
at. disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 


TRADITIONALIST’S ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.50. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years, this 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591 pp. 


BOOK OF THE 
MONTH 


Churchill's 


Volume One 


(reviewed on 
page 20 of this issue) is an ideal 
Yuletide present for one of your 
relations or friends. See details 
above. : 


‘Churchill’s War’ 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 
A up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 
the British National Party. 23p post-free. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983- 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 43p post-free. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 

Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old nationalist leaflet brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views on race riots and multi-racialism and telling 
them that if they answer affirmatively their place is with 
the British National Party. Features vivid picture of riot 
area in flames. 


If only we were black... Reprint, up-dated, of a previous 
BNP leaflet, drawing attention to the special favours and 
facilities granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — partic- 
ularly the young — to fight for their rights. 

Can you spot a red teacher? Up-dated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. : 


The great Tory con-trick. Entirely new leaflet exposing- 


the way the Tories are currently trying to woo the people 
with patriotic slogans, while their policies at root are 
aimed at the destruction of Britain: 

These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage costs of 
£2.35 for 1,000, £2.75 for 2,000 and £3.25 for 3,000. 
B.N.P. POSTERS | 

Large posters (17.7in x 25.2in) 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue: Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 

Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 
in red, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
appropriate for occasion to be filled in. Available only to 
accredited BNP regional, branch or group organisers. 
These large posters cost: 1-9 at 18p each; 10-19 at 15p each; 
20-49 at 12p each; 50 or over at 9p each. Estimate postage at 
weight of 20g for each poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in x 17.7in) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos with BNP name and 
address and logo in red, white and blue. 

Oppese the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 


Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with ` 


machine gun, with BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. — : 
Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 


ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 


Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of typical mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Up-date of poster 
produced last year showing how the state is trying to gag 
those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 


These medium-sized posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage 
should be estimated on the basis of one poster weighing, 10g. 


B.N.P. STICKERS 


With slogans:- 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (Same as poster) 
Start repatriation! ) 
Make Britain strong! (Same as poster) 

Ban imports! (Same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (Same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (Same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap. the’ Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 


Love the White Race: Protect its future! 


‘Abortion is child-murder: Make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: Outlaw homosexuality! 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! | 
Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, white 


and blue. £4 per 1,00v plus £1 p&p. 
B.N.P. BADGES 


British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 


free. 


B.N.P. KEY RINGS 


Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 


Rally ‘82: Speeches from BNP national rally in London 
on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ — 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches from Nationalist Unity rally in London 
on September Sth 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 

Side 2: Studio talk by John Tyndall on theme: ‘The 
coming British revolution’. 


Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage 


pri the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘The case for nationalism’ (the 
internationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘Tragedy of the 20th 
century’ (analysis of the 2nd World War). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘Why we must repatriate’. - 


Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Foundations of the national 


community’ (Discourse on racial nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 

Tyndall Speaks IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on theme of ‘The way to full employment’. 


‘Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘The racial time-bomb’ (A 


thorough demolition of the multi-racialist point of view 


NEW RECORDING OUT 
THIS MONTH! 


BNP Recordings 
TYNDALL SPEAKS IV 


SIDE 1 


The way to 
full employment 


SIDE 2 
The racial time-bomb 


and a warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if 
the multi-racial experiment is not ended). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 24p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH 
(Orders with cash to A9 Johnson 
Place, Norwich NR2 2SA) 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 
& OTHER ITEMS 


3-colour stickers with BNP logo in red, white and blue 
(self-adhesive). £1.13 per 100 or £5 per 500. 

Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP logo in 
red, white and blue. £4.50 post-free. 


3-colour round stckers with BNP logo in red, white and 
blue (self-adhesive). 14in. in diameter: £2.50 for 250; 
£4.25 for 500. 2'2in. in diameter: £3.50 for 250; £6.25 
for 500. 

Oblong BNP stickers with party logo and name and 
address (red on yellow labels) with slogans: (1) A new 
way forward for Britain; (2) Stop the riots — peace 
through repatriation; (3) Smash the IRA — keep 
Ulster British; (4) Join us now! Make Britain a riot- 
free zone; (5) Our country — love it or lose it! £3.50 
for 250; £6.50 for 500; £12 for 1,000. 

New sticker: Every vote counts — vote British 
National Party! (red on white label) with party logo, 
name and address. £5.50 for 500. 

BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. Samples for £1 or packs: £5/£10/£20 inc. p&p. 


BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 
3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen: 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 
Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
„type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 
BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 
A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim. 
Statistics about the forgotten victims of the real 20th 
century Soviet holocaust. Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. | i 


‘SPEARHEAD’ STICKERS 


2in-square sticker advertising Spearhead magazine: £1.18 
per 100 or £5 for roll of 500. 


FROM LIVERPOOL BRANCH 
(Orders with cash to PO Box 116, 
Liverpool L69 1SH) . 


MORE B.N.P. BALL PENS . 


Ball pens bearing the slogan ‘British National Party — 
for race and nation’. Sample for 13p post-free. 


* x * 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


AUSTRALIA FIRST 

A hard-hitting quarterly journal fighting for the national- 
ist cause. Includes events from home and abroad. 
Subscription rates: Aust $8; NZ $12; Others $15. Obtain- 
able from PO Box R345, Royal Exchange, NSW 2000, 
‘ Australia. Overseas: Cash preferred or add $4 to cheque. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: PO Box 1211, 
‘Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. _ 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG-TAPE 
Containing 9 songs, including: Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, White Men Awake!, My Skin is White, 
Sons of Britain, Britain is a White Man’s Land, Members-of 
the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. __ 
Available at £3.50 plus 72p p&p. Copies and lyrics sent 
with each order. Orders with cash to: PO Box 75, 
Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 
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FINE ANNUAL RALLY IN LONDON 


THE ANNUAL NATIONAL RALLY held 
by the British National Party in London on 
October 3 1st was an outstanding success. The 
audience of some way over 200 was about the 
same size as at the same rally last year. As the 
party had reached a low ebb in the turn-out for 
major activities in the Spring of this year, this 
number was very welcome, signifying a 
return to normal strength instead of a 
decrease, as might have been feared. 

The audience, coming from as far apart as 
Cornwall and Scotland, listened to speeches 
by Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Stanley Clayton- 
Garnett, Richard Edmonds, Dr. Peter Peel, 
David Bruce and John Tyndall. Mr. Tyndall, 
in making the closing speech, dwelt upon the 
big lie put out by the Thatcher government 
that it is engaged upon a series of sweeping 


changes in education, law and order, immig- 


ration and the economy. Thatcher’s ‘revolut- 
ion’, he said, is no revolution. Such a revolut- 
ion has Britain needs will only come through 
nationalism: 

David Bruce’s collection speech was one 
of the most successful ever, over £1,700 
being raised. Most of this will go to the 
party’s Headquarters Fund. 

Later, an informal social was enjoyed by 
all at a nearby pub. 


CORRECTION 


Last month in our ‘What We Think’ column we 
referred to police obstruction of a British National 
Party activity in ‘Wakefield’ (Yorks.). The place 
where this actually took place was Dewsbury. We 
apologise to our readers for this error. 


Compliments of the season! 


The Editor and Mrs. Tyndall would like to extend to all 
readers their wishes for a happy Yuletide and a prosper- 
ous New Year. At the same time, we would like to thank 
everyone for their support during the year shortly to 
close. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 27p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £1.20a + 37p post 
25 copies £2.70 + £1.00 post 
50 copies £4.80 + £2.00 post 
100 copies £8.40 + £2.45 post 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.65 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.90 post 
300 copies £21.00 + £3.10 post 
400 copies £26.00 + £3.40 post 
500 copies £32.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £62.00 ) by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and’ enquiries concerning British 
Nationalist totally separate from other 
correspondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 
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Above: Picture of platform taken from rear of hall. Below: a section of the audience 
listens in rapt attention. 


Photos by Richard Fawcus 


Home office sabotages Remembrance 


THE HOME OFFICE, acting through the local police, 
effectively sabotaged the Remembrance Day activities 
planned by the British National Party to take place in 
York on November 8th. 

The Home Secretary placed a ban at the last moment 
on the party's intended march through the city, after the 
police had indicated some days earlier that they saw no 
reason why it should not go ahead. Party members 
proceeded to York despite the news of this ban, intending 
still to hold the party’s customary Remembrance Day 
rally. When they arrived at the meeting place, however, 
they found that the management of the hotel supplying 
the room had had a ‘tip off that trcuble might be 
expected and the booking of the premises was cancelled. 
The booking at the last moment of an alternative meeting 


room was rendered impossible by the order of the Chief 


Superintendent of police to disperse. BNP members were 


ceremony in York 


not allowed to keep together in numbers of more than 
four persons and were required to keep at least 70 yards 
apart. This prevented their being redirected to another 
meeting place, even had one been found. 

There is reason to believe that local police officers 
were the ones who tipped off the hotel management about 
the BNP, thus leading to the cancellation of the meeting. 

It was quite clear that this was a government operation, 
aimed at preventing the BNP exercising its lawful right of 
public assembly. The police were merely acting in 
accordance with their orders from the government. 

This happened on a day when all over Britain people 
were remembering those who died for ‘freedom’. 

More detailed report and comment on the day’s events 
is contained in an article by the Editor on pages 4-8. 


THIS YEAR’S St. Andrew’s rally in 


Glasgow held by the British National Party 


was a resounding success. The attendance of 
nearly 100 was considerably up on last year 
and the meeting generated enormous enthus- 
iasm, many newcomers being present and 
many new friends being won over. 

Throughout the rally, the theme of the 
government’s betrayal of loyal Ulster was 
always strong, this being particularly an 
important issue to people in the Glasgow 
area. 


Liverpool Organiser Ken Usher was the 
first speaker and he dwelt very much on this 
theme. He was followed by local Glasgow 
Chairman Gus McLeod, who gave his usual 
colourful and, at times, highly humourous 
address: Party National Organiser David 
Bruce came next and, in addition to dealing 
with Ulster, spoke of the growing danger to 
Scotland of non-white immigration. 

The final speech of the day was made by 
party Leader John Tyndall. Mr. Tyndall 
outlined the kind of Britain to which the BNP 


ERIC BRAND SPEAKS > 


David Bruce and Gus McLeod on left 


No. Month No. Month 

141 July 1980 

144 October 1980 

145 November 1980 
125 January 1979 | 146 December 1980 
126 February 1979 147 January 1981 
127 March 1979 148 February 1981 
128 May 1979 149 March 1981 
130 August 1979 150 April 1981 
132 October 1979 151 May 1981 
133 November 1979 152 June 1981 
134 December 1979 153 July 1981 
136 February 1980 154 August 1981 
137 March 1980 155 September 1981 
138 April 1980 156 October 1981 
139 May 1980 157 November 1981 
140 June 1980 159 January 1982 


AVAILABLE BACK-ISSUES 


JOHN TYNDALL SPEAKS 


Ken Usher on right 


No. Month No. Month 

163 May 1982 200 June 1985 

164 June 1982 205 November 1985 

165 July 1982 207 January 1986 

166 August 1982 209 March 1986 

167 September 1982 211 May 1986 

168 October 1982 212 June 1986 

169. November 1982 213 July 1986 

170 December 1982 214 December 1986 

174 Aoril 1983 215 January 1987 
dit 216 February 1987 

176 June 1983 217 March 1987 

177 July 1983 218 April 1987 

178 August 1983 220 June 1987 

179 September 1983 221 July 1987 

180 October 1983 222 August 1987 


May 1985 


And all subsequent issues 


September. 1987 


All copies are priced at the present rate of 50p per copy. Postal charges should be estimated on 
the basis of one copy weighing approximately 60g. Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, London 
SE23 2LS. 


Glasgow meeting great success 


aspired. He spoke of the importance of 
national unity, to which the present party 
system was detrimental. He stressed the 
importance of protecting traditional regional 
industries against foreign competition. 
Speaking of Ulster, he said it was the only 
oasis of political sanity in the British Isles. He 
ended by saying that victory could not be won 
except through bitter struggle. 

The meeting was ably chaired by Eric 
Brand and followed by the usual highly 
enjoyable social in the evening. 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 

organised into active units extending over most of 

the areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give , 
a list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 


PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, London E2 
7BZ 


WEST LONDON. 
PO Box 33, Greenford, Middlesex UB6 8DS 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


Bromley 
PO Box 22, Bromley, Kent BR1 4JP 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


NORTH ESSEX 
PO Box 703, Colchester CO7 9SP 


SUFFOLK = 


2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 


PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 


EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


WIRRAL 
PO Box 17, Birkenhead L41 3SF 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


LEEDS & BRADFORD 
PO Box BR1O, Bramley, Leeds 13 


DONCASTER 
PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Luton, Cambridge, Brierley Hill (West 
Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, Nottingham, North 
Nottinghamshire, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Lancaster, Halifax, Sheffield, Wakefield, Hull 
and Sunderland. If you want to make contact with 
any of these units, or sturt a new unit, please write 
to party head office at: PO Box 446, London 
SE23 2L5. 


Page nineteen 


ERENS OIE ee!) EEA Ee AS a ESN ee IESSE V eee | Se ee ee E Ee ee EEE S S E E RI RE L 


——_ 


CHURCHILL’S WAR by David Irving (Veritas 
Publishing Co. Ltd.). Hard-back £16.50. Available 
from BNP Book Service (see page 16). 


THE WORLD IN GENERAL, and Britain in particular, 
have long awaited a well-documented book demolishing 
one of the greatest myths of the 20th century, namely that 
of Winston Churchill as a great patriotic war leader. The 
historian David Irving has now supplied such a book. 
Though many of our readers will disagree with the book 
in some parts, it does much to puncture the prestige of 
this cardboard British hero. Irving, who no-one will deny 
is a best-selling author, found that no ‘establishment’ 
publishing house would touch the book, and eventually it 
was handled by a little-known publisher in Australia. 

Popular myth has it that Britain’s involvement in 
World War II was unavoidable, as Hitler’s plans included 
the conquest of Britain, that Churchill had the foresight to 
see this while many of his contemporaries failed to do so, 
that he agitated, at the risk of damage to his political 
career, for a policy of firmness towards Germany in the 
late 1930s, when the latter was re-arming and expanding, 
and then, when war came, that Churchill provided the 
strong and wise leadership needed to guide Britain to 
victory. 

Irving’s portrait of Churchill is very different. From 
the beginning, he makes clear, Churchill had one driving 
obsession, and that was to become Prime Minister. He 
saw a policy of belligerence towards Hitler’s Germany as 
being the issue which would open the door to him in the 
fulfilment of this ambition, while discrediting his 
political rivals. Against all evidence and all facts, he 
continued to propagate the idea that Hitler had aggressive 
designs on Britain and her Empire, and aligned himself 
quite unscrupulously with those forces in this country 
that were determined, for their own reasons, to bring 
about war and mobilise a coalition of the whole world 
against National Socialism. Then, when war had come, , 
Churchill’s management of it — contrary to all popular 
belief — was for the most part inept. 


APPALLING JUDGEMENT 


Winston Churchill’s main attribute as a leader was his 
gift of words — as writer and, more importantly still in 
the war years, as orator. This attribute, taken together 
with his fiery and forceful personality, makes him loom 
large in the history of the times by comparison with his 
contemporaries. Much more important in leadership, 
however, is the capacity for sound judgement and the 
ability to make the right decisions. In these qualities, 
Churchill was lamentably lacking, as Irving makes clear 
throughout the book. 

In 1934 Winston Churchill had reached his 60th birth- 
day, and appeared, to all intents and purposes, to be 
politically washed up. In addition to this, he was in 
severe financial trouble due, in no small part, to his 
having gambled unsuccessfully in stocks and shares — 
his acumen in this field being about on a level with his 
judgement of political questions. His financial means 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 
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CHURCHILL 
Leader to national ruin 


simply were not adequate to meet the requirements of his 
expensive life-style, and by this milestone in his life he 
had piled up very considerable debts. 

Fortune came to the rescue, however, in the form of 
help from the South African Jewish millionaire Sir Henry 
Strakosch. At about the same time, Churchill, having 
earlier described the Russian Revolution in 1917 as being 
led by ‘atheistic Jews’, became an ardent champion of 
Jewry and a fervent advocate of the Zionist cause, as 
Irving relates in the 5th chapter of the book. 

It is easy to forget today that there was considerable 
Opposition in Britain in the 1930s to the prospect of war 
with Germany. Not only was this to be found among the 


‘Mosley Fascists but it was also widespread in the Conser- 


vative Party and even, though for vastly different 
reasons, in the ranks of Labour. Many of those against an 
anti-German policy were not enamoured of Hitler but 
considered Nazi Germany a much lesser evil than Soviet 
Russia. To begin with, the war faction was in a minority. 
In time it grew, however, utilising Churchill as its 
leading spokesman and being financed largely, as Irving 
relates, by Jewish money. 

An important part of the Irving thesis on Churchill is 
that for much of his time he was drunk. Indeed, he 
probably qualified for the description of ‘alcoholic’. As 
Irving relates: *‘Why did he drink? Probably for the usual 
reasons — to mask stress or suppress inhibitions; or to 
feel more capable. But there is a rising price to pay for 
such blessings. Alcohol also aneasthetises the brain 
centres affecting judgement, knowledge and social 
controls. `’ 

And Churchill’s judgement throughout his career was 
disastrous. Whether at the time through alcohol or not, he 


Find out about the British National Party 


Exploding the Churchill myth 


signposted his future decisions in the First World War 
with the Dardanelles fiasco. In the build-up to and course 
of the Second World War, he was to repeat the process 
time and time again. On page 100 we find him praising 
the war-readiness of the French Army, speaking of its 
‘‘immense latent strength,’’ and describing it as ‘‘the 
most perfectly trained and faithful mobile force in 
Europe.’’ Then on Russia on the next page: ‘‘I am all for 
Stalin’s politics. He is creating a powerful Russia, and 
that’s what we need — more than anything.’’ And again: 
‘Communism does not pose such a threat to the Empire. 
On the contrary, now the greatest threat to the British 
Empire is Nazism, with its doctrine of world-domination 
by Berlin.”’ | 

Later, on page 165, we find him pontificating on the 
Strategic situation in the Far East: ‘‘Consider,’’ he is 
described as saying in a letter to Neville Chamberlain, 
‘‘how vain is the menace that Japan will send a fleet and 
army to conquer Singapore.’’ On page 173, we find him 
again waxing eloquent on the army of France, referring to 


it as ‘‘an incomparable machine.’’ Then, ten pages on, 


speaking of naval matters (of which, as First Lord of the 
Admiralty, he ought to have known something) he is 
quoted as stating that battleships were at no risk from air 
attack, their guns being sufficient defence. 


WRONG ENEMY 


But Churchill’s most monumental misjudgement 
always was his assessment that Germany was Britain’s 
enemy. Whether this assessment was made out of 
genuine, though incompetent, reasoning or out of his 
desire to further his own personal political ambitions, is 
something that must be decided from a reading of the 
book. By means of the war, Soviet Russia had been 
brought into the centre of Europe, while American world 
power, created largely through the allied victory, was in 
the hands of people impeccably hostile to the very British 
Empire that Churchill had professed to be defending. The 
subsequent history of that Empire needs no spelling out. 

Seekers after pure truth in history will not be pleased 
with some sections of Churchill's War, for instance when 


` the author comments on Krystalnacht, the damaging of 


Jewish property in Germany following the assassination 
by a young Jew of a German diplomat in Paris. Irving 
here trots out the orthodox anti-Nazi line that this was 
approved by the Hitler government, whereas the true 
probability is that it was organised by agents provocateurs 
opposed to Hitler and seeking to discredit him. 

Such aberrations as this render questionable Mr. 
Irving’s credentials as a true revisionist historian. 
Overall, however, we should be grateful for what we 
have: a decisive demolition of WSC, together with 
revelations of many valuable facts that should enable us 
to see World War II and the events leading to it in better 
perspective — and all in a book likely to circulate in 
places where writings like our own are still streng 
verboten. It is a forward step. 

JAMES THURGOOD 
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